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DEPOSITED BY THE 


UNITED STATES OF AMERIGA 


[No. 36] 


FULL COMMITTEE HEARINGS ON H. R. 7130, TO AUTHORIZE CERTAIN 
CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 


Houser or RepresENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, May 14, 1957. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon, Carl Vinson (chairman) 
presiding. 
The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 
Members of the committee, I will lay before you for your con- 
sideration H. R. 7130. 
(The bill is as follows :) 


[H. R. 7130, 85th Cong., Ist sess. ] 
A BILL To authorize certain construction at military installations, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, 


TITLE I 


Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military in- 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, imcluding site prepara- 
tion, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 
(Ordnance Corps) 


Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Troop housing, $2,288,000. 

Anniston Ordnance Depot, Alabama : Utilities, $2,015,000. 

Jet propulsion laboratory, California : Utilities, $130,000. 

Savanna Ordnance Depot, Illinois: Supply facilities, and utilities, $758,000. 

Sioux Ordnance Depot, Nebraska : Maintenance facility, $249,000. 

White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, research and development facilities, storage facili- 
ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, 
$16,530,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 


Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facility, land acquisition, and 
utilities, $595,000. 

New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Operational facilities, and 
utilities, $464,000. 

Fort Lee, Virginia: Operational facility, storage facilities, hospital facility, 
troop housing, and utilities, $6,229,000. 

Seattle Quartermaster Market Center, Washington: Land acquisition, $40,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Operational facilities, and utilities, 
$110,000. 

Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational facility, and land acquisition, 
$95,000. 
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(Chemical Corps) 


Fort Detrick, Maryland: Utilities, $627,000. 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Troop housing, $54,000. 


(Signal Corps) 
Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, $1,936,000. 


(Corps of Engineers) 


Cold regions laboratory, Hanover, New Hampshire: Research and develop- 
ment facility, $2,496,000. 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Operational facilities, training facility, and main- 
tenance facility, $1,654,000. 

Granite City Engineer Depot, Illinois: Utilities, $765,000. 


(Transportation Corps) 


Brooklyn Army Base, New York: Operational facilities, $1,169,000. 

Charleston TC Depot, South Carolina: Operational facilities, $306,000. 

Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational facilities, troop housing, administrative 
facility, and utilities, $3,039,000. 

Oakland Army Base, California: Medical facility, $602,000. 


(Medical Corps) 


Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Colorado: Troop housing, $937,000. 
Walter Reed Medical Center, Washington, D. C.: Utilities, $1,920,000. 


FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 
(First Army Area) 


Fort Devens, Massachusetts: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $6,866,000. 
Fort Dix, New Jersey: Maintenance facilities, $303,000. 


(Second Army Area) 


A. P. Hill Military Reservation, Virginia: Troop housing, $153,000. 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, storage 
facilities, and utilities, $4,205,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland: Administrative facility, troop housing and 
community facilities, $2,652,000. 

Fort Ritchie, Maryland: Troop housing, $820,000. 


(Third Army Area) 


Fort Benning, Georgia: Operational facilities, and maintenance facilities, 


$1,583,000. 
Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Operational and maintenance facilities, 
$1,051,000. 


Fort Campbell, Kentucky: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
ground improvements, and utilities, $5,117,000. 

Fort Rucker, Alabama: Operational facilities, and troop housing, $7,549,000. 

Fort Stewart, Georgia: Troop housing, $3,691,000. 


(Fourth Army Area) 


Fort Bliss, Texas: Operational facilities, training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, storage facilities, medical facility, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, community facilites, and utilities, $7,704,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Operational facilities, training facilities, administrative 
facility, maintenance facilities, community facility, and utilities, $2,362,000. 

Fort Polk, Louisiana: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, troop 
housing, and utilities, $7,734,000. 
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(Fifth Army Area) 


Fort Carson, Colorado: Troop housing and utilities, $3,022,000. 

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Utilities, $336,000. 

Fort Riley, Kansas: Operational facility, maintenance facility, and troop 
housing, $2,525,000. 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri: Troop housing, $4,663,000. 


(Sixth Army Area) 


Fort Lewis, Washington: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, ad- 
ministrative facilities, community facility, and utilities, $1,487,000. 

Fort Ord, California: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, troop hous- 
ing, and utilities, $7,066,000. 


(Military Academy) 
United States Military Academy, New York: Utilities, $1,666,000. 


(Armed Forces Special Weapons) 


Various installations: Operational facility, community facilities, and utilities, 
$1,056,000. 


(Tactical Installations) 


Various locations: Family housing, $1,736,000. 


(Tactical Installations Support Facilities) 


Various locations: Operational facility, maintenance facilities, administrative 
facilities, storage facilities, community facilities, troop housing, and utilities, 
$8,466,000. 

(OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES) 


(Alaskan Area) 


Alaska general: Family housing, $658,000. 

EFielson Air Force Base: Administrative facility, $248,000. 

Fort Greely: Maintenance facility. $891,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Family housing, $1,878,000. 

Fort Richardson: Operational facilities, maintenance facility, family housing, 
and utilities, $6,447,000. 

Tactical installations: Family housing, $4,910,000. 


(Pacific Command Area) 
Tripler Army Hospital, Hawaii: Medical facilities, $154,000. 
(Caribbean Command Area) 


For Buchanan, Puerto Rico: Community facility, and utilities, $273,000. 
Fort Gulick, Canal Zone: Community facility, $289,000. 


(United States Army, Burope) 
Various locations: Maintenance facilities, and storage facilities, $20,754,000. 
(Army Forces Far East) 


Various installations: Operational facilities, training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, storage facilities, troop housing, community facilities, administrative 
facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $10,000,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop classified mili- 
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabili- 
tating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, in a total 
amount of $148,002,000. 

Sec. 108. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop research and 
development installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made 
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necessary by new and unforeseen research and development requirements, if the 
Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion 
in the next military construction authorization act would be inconsistent with 
interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, including 
land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in 
the total amount of $5,000,000. The Secretary of the Army, or his designee, 
shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of 
Representatives immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the 
cost of construction of any public work undertaken under this section, including 
those real estate actions pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to purchase out of appro- 
priations available for military construction family housing including necessary 
land at, or near, military tactical installations for assignment as public quarters 
to military personnel and their dependents. Not more than 300 units of such 
housing may be purchased under this section. Space limitations per unit will 
be in accordance with subsections (a), (b), and (c) of section 4774 of title 10, 
United States Code, and cost limitations as now or hereafter established for 
military housing constructed with appropriated funds. 

Sec. 105. (a) Public Law 209, Eighty-third Congress, is amended, under the 
heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 101, as follows: under the 
subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)” with respect to 
Red River Arsenal, Texas, strike out “$1,808,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,212,000”. 

(b) Public Law 209, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$44,003,000” and “$133,671,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$44,407,000” and “$134,075,000", respectively. 

Sec. 106. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED States” in section 101, as follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Signal Corps)” with 
respect to Department of the Army transmitting station, vicinity of Camp 
Detrick, Maryland, strike out “$2,360,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,137,- 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Military Academy)” with 
respect to United States Military Academy, New York, strike out “$9,950,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$11,983,000”. 

(b) Public Law 534, Bight-third Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$129,096,000” and 
“$236,060,000" and inserting in place thereof “$131,906,000” and “$238,870,000”, 
respectively. 

Sec. 107. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is 
amended under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 101, as 
follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)”— 

(1) with respect to Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, strike out 
“$1,736,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,039,000”. 

(2) with respect to Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York, strike out 
“$129,000” and insert in place thereof “$212,000”. 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Quartermaster 
Corps)”—with respect to Fort Lee, Virginia, strike out “$8,589,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$9,874,000”. 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Chemical Corps)”— 

(1) with respect to Camp Detrick, Maryland, strike out “$452,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$525,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, strike out “$1,129,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$1,491,000”. 

ounin the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Transportation 
rps) ”— 

(1) with respect to Brooklyn Army Base, New York, strike out $1,055,000” 
and insert in place thereof $1,240,000”. 

(2) with respect to Fort Eustis, Virginia, strike out $6,597,000” and insert 
in place thereof $8,072,000”. 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES (Medical Corps) ”— 

(1) with respect to Brooke Army Medical Center, Texas, strike out 
“$549,000” and insert in place thereof “$876,000”. 

(2) with respect to Madigan Army Hospital, Washington, strike out 
“$333,000” and insert in place thereof “$669,000”. 
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(3) with respect to Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Co- 
lumbia, strike out “$3,557,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,472,000”. 

Under the subheading “rre~Lp rorcES FACILITIES (Second Army Area)”—with 
respect to Fort Holabird, Maryland, strike out “$612,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$800,000”. 

Under the subheading “FIELD FroRCES FACILITIES (Fourth Army Area)’’—with 
respect to Fort Hood, Texas, strike out “$12,922,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$14,283,000”. 

Under the subheading “Fretp rorces Factuities (Fifth Army Area)”— 

(1) with respect to Fort Carson, Colorado, strike out “$7,487,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$8,621,000”. 

(2) with respect to Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, strike out “$8,615,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$9,893,000”. 

(3) with respect to Camp Lucas, Michigan, strike out “$145,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$193,000”. 

Under the subheading “Frretp rorces FACILITIES (Armed Forces Special Weap- 
ons Project)”—with respect to various installations, strike out “$3,014,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$3,204,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “OvuTsIpE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 101 as follows: 

Under the subheading “Alaskan Area”—with respect to Wildwood Station 
(Kenai) strike out “$469,000” and insert in place thereof “$559,000”. 

(ec) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$225,277,000”, “$74,984,000”, 
and “$534,254,000” and inserting in place thereof “$234,820,000”, “$75,074,000”, 
and “$543,887,000”, respectively. 

Sec. 108. (a) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress is amended under the 
heading “INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 101 as follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)”— 

(1) with respect to Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York, strike out 
“$88,000” and insert in place thereof “$136,000”. 

(2) with respect to Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, strike out “$6,159,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$8,593,000”. 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Quartermaster 
Corps) ”’— 

(1) with respect to Atlanta General Depot, strike out “$832,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$984,000”. 

(2) with respect to Fort Worth General Depot, Texas, strike out “$1,- 
285,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,847,000”. 

Under the subheading “FrreLpD FORCES FACILITIES (Fourth Army Area)”’— 

(1) with respect to Fort Bliss, Texas, strike out “$5,301,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$8,293,000”. 

(2) with respect to Fort Sill, Oklahoma, strike out “$4,173,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$5,798,000”. 

(3) with respect to Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, strike out “$1,092,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$1,373,000”. 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in section 102 “$200,783,000” and inserting place thereof ‘203,- 
331,000”. 

(c) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (1) of section 402 the amounts “$86,916,000”, “$200,783,- 
000”, and “$323,462,000” and inserting in place thereof “$95,010,000”, “$203,- 
331,000", and “$334,104,000", respectively. 


TITLE II 


Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop military in- 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 
Naval engineering experiment station, Annapolis, Maryland: Development 


and test facilities, $618,000. 
Naval shipyard, Bremerton, Washington: Drydock, $25,438,000. 
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Naval shipyard, Brooklyn, New York: Utilities, $1,452,000. 
David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Maryland: Utilities, $115,000. 
Naval shipyard, Long Beach, California: Facilities for remedying effects of 
ground subsidence, $4,660,000. 
sae submarine base, New London, Connecticut: Waterfront facilities, $2,- 
Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilties, $2,998,000. 
Naval shipyard, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Medical facilities, $391,000. 


FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Naval station, Key West, Florida: Housing, $1,326,000. 

Naval station, Long Beach, California: Waterfront facilities, $544,000. 

Naval station, Newport, Rhode Island: Housing, community facilities and 
utilities, $3,312,000. 

Naval base, Norfolk, Virginia: Waterfront facilities, $7,808,000. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 
(Naval Air Training Stations) 


Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Texas: Operational facilities, $566,- 
000. 

Naval air station, Corpus Christi, Texas: Operational facilities, $140,000. 

Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Utilities, $293,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Operational facilities, 
$160,000. 

Navy auxiliary air station, Meridian, Mississippi: Operational facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $15,067,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, New Iberia, Louisiana: Operational facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $3,653,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Operational facilities, waterfront fa- 
cilities, and land acquisition, $6,225,000. 

Navy auxiliary air station, Saufley Field, Florida: Operational facilities, 
$39,000. 

(Fleet Support Air Stations) 


Naval air station, Alameda, California: Operational facilities, $185,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Operational facilities, and land aqui- 
sition, $180,000. 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Operational facilities, maintenance fa- 
cilities, and land acquisition, $7,751,000. 

Naval air station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Operational facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,818,000. 

Naval auxiliary landing field, Crows Landing, California: Operational facili- 
ties, $39,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina: Operational facilities, 
$199,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: Operational facilities, 
housing, and land acquisition, $4,774,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Operational facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,199,000. 

Naval seaplane facility, Hertford, North Carolina: Operational facilities, 
waterfront facilities, supply facilities, housing, and utilities, $8,051,000. 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Operational facilities, $39,000. 

Naval air station, Key West, Florida: Operational facilities, $130,000. 

Naval air station, Lemoore, California: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities and utilities, $30,594,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Mayport, Florida: Operational facilities, $384,000. 

Naval air station, Miramar, California: Operational facilities, $3,401,000. 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Operational facilities, and maintenance 
facilities, $5,467,000. 

Naval air station, North Island, San Diego, California: Maintenance facili- 
ties, and supply facilities, $7,964,000. 

Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi- 
tion, $6,975,000. 
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an air station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: Operational facilities, $882,- 
Naval auxiliary landing field, San Clemente Island, California: Operational 
facilities, waterfront facilities, and utilities, $9,448,000. 

Naval air facility, South San Diego Bay, California: Waterfront facilities, 
$6,795,000. 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Operational facilities, and 
land acquisition, $9,433,000. 


(Marine Corps Air Stations) 


Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South Carolina: Operational 
facilities, supply facilities, and administrative facilities, $2,632,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Cherry Point, North Carolina: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $6,503,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Operational facilities, $3,736,- 
000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: Operational facilities, 
utilities, and land acquisition, $7,080,000. 

Marine Corps air facility, New River, North Carolina: Operational facilities, 
and utilities, $132,000. 

(Special Purpose Air Stations) 


Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: Operational facilities, 
$39,000. 

Naval air station, Patuxent River, Maryland: Operational facilities, $2,209,- 
000. 

Naval air missile test center, Point Mugu, California: Operational facilities 
(including operational facilities on San Nicolas Island) and land acquisition, 
$7,669,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Electronic supply office, Great Lakes, Lllinois: Administrative facilities, 
$92,000. 
Naval ordnance supply office, Mechanicsburg, Pennsylvania: Administrative 
facilities, $155,000. 
Aviation supply office, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Administrative facilities, 
$550,000. 
MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia: Community facilities, $140,- 
000. 

Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: Maintenance facilities, ad- 
ministrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $8,001,000. 

Marine Corps base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: Operational and training 
facilities, medical facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $5,147,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, South Carolina: Training facilities, 
troop housing and community facilities, and utilities, $3,199,000. 

Marine Corps base, Camp Pendleton, California: Operational facilities, and 
utilities, $1,469,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia : Community facilities, development 
and test facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $2,213,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California: Training facilities, $116,- 
000. 

Marine Corps training center, Twenty-Nine Palms, California: Training fa- 
cilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and community facili- 
ties, $2,331,000. 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington: Utilities, $316,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, California: Supply facilities, $114,- 
000. 

Naval ordnance laboratory, Corona, California: Research and development 
facilities, $494,000. 

Ordnance aerophysics laboratory, Daingerfield, Texas: Research and develop- 
ment facilities, $2,649,000. 
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Applied physics laboratory, Howard County, Maryland: Research and de- 
velopment facilities, $1,452,000. 
Naval magazine, Port Chicago, California : Maintenance facilities, and utilities, 
$723,000. 
SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Housing, $1,602,000. 
Naval receiving station, Charleston, South Carolina: Housing, $1,225,000. 
Naval training center, Great Lakes, Illinois: Training facilities, and housing, 
$5,598,000. 
Naval training center, San Diego, California: Training facilities, and hous- 
ing, $5,375,000. 
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval communication station, Norfolk, Virginia: Operational facilities, $443,- 
000. 

Naval communication station, Newport, Rhode Island: Operational facilities, 
$1,397,000. 

Naval communication station, San Diego, California: Operational facilities, 
$100,000. 

Naval communication center, Stockton, California: Operational facilities, 
and land acquisition, $460,000. 

Naval radio station, Washington County, Maine: Operational facilities, and 
utilities, $13,982,000. 


OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 


Naval research laboratory, District of Columbia: Research and development 
facilities, $180,000. 


YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, New York: Utilities, $332,000. 

Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities, $3,244,000. 

Naval construction battalion center, Port Hueneme, California: Supply facili- 
ties, and administrative facilities, $759,000. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval shipyard, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Waterfront facili- 
ties and operational facilities, $6,076,000. 

Naval base, Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Maintenance facilities, hos- 
pital facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities, $3,287,000. 

Naval station, Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Housing and community 
facilities, supply facilities, and ground improvements, $8,993,000. 


«FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Hospital facilities, community facilities, and 
family housing, $4,665,000. 

Commander-in-Chief Pacific, Headquarters, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Territory 
of Hawaii: Administrative facilities and utilities, $332,000. 

Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $4,699,000. 

Naval station, San Juan, Puerto Rico: Utilities, $190,000. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


Naval air station, Agana, Guam, Mariana Islands: Operational facilities, 
$428,000. 

Naval station, Argentia, Canada: Family housing and community facilities, 
$13,778,000. 

Naval air station, Barber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Operational 
facilities, $2,088,000. 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Operational facili- 
ties, and land acquisition, $149,000. 

Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Operational facilities, $5,730,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Opera- 
tional facilities, $249,000. 
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Naval station, Kwajalein, Marshall Islands: Operational facilities, $69,000. 
ined station, Midway Islands, Territory of Hawaii: Operational facilities, 

,000. 

Naval air facility, Naha, Okinawa: Waterfront facilities at White Beach, 
Naval air station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto, Rico: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, housing, utilities, and land acquisition, $15,182,000. 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Supply facilities, $1,550,000. 
Naval station, Guam, Mariana Islands: Community facilities, $884,000. 
Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Supply facilities, 
and utilities, $2,098,000. 
ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Maintenance facilities, 
utilities, and land acquisition, $904,000. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval communication station, Adak, Alaska: Housing, $1,053,000. 

Naval station, Argentia, Canada: Operational facilities, and housing, $898,000. 

Naval communication station, Finegayan, Guam, Mariana Islands: Housing, 
$594,000. 

Naval security group activity, Istanbul, Turkey: Operational facilities, and 
housing, $130,000, 

Naval security group activity, Sakata, Japan: Operational facilities, $69,000. 

Naval security group activity, southern Japan: Operational facilities, housing, 
and utilities and ground improvements, $726,000. 

Naval radio station, Wahiawa, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Operational facili- 
ties, $4,392,000. 

YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Public works center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $1,093,000. 

Public works center, Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Maintenance 
facilities, $393,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop classified naval 
installations and facilities by constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or install- 
ing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site prepara- 
tion, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in the total amount of $67,490,000. 

Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop research and 
development installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made 
necessary by new and unforeseen research and development requirements, if 
the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclu- 
sion in the next military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent 
with interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, con- 
struct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, 
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equip- 
ment, in the total amount of $5,000,000. The Secretary of the Navy, or his 
designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
of Representatives immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of 
the cost of construction of any public work undertaken under this section, includ- 
ing those real estate actions pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 204. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows: 

Under the subheading “YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES”, with respect to “Various 
locations”, strike out ‘$4,500,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,460,000.” 

(b) Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congres, as amended, is amended 
by striking out in section 202, ‘$86,397,000” and inserting in place thereof 
“$95,489,000.” 

(c) Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 402 the amounts “$138,183,000”, “$86,397,000”, 
and “$256,875,000” and inserting respectively in place thereof, “$139,143,000”, 
“$95,489,000”, and “$266,927,000.” 

Sec. 205. (a) Public Law 534, Highty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED States” in section 201 as follows: 

Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES” with respect to the naval auxiliary 
air station, El Centro, California, strike ort “$225,000” and insert in place 
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thereof “$369,000”; with respect to the Marine Corps air station, El Toro, 
California, strike out “$1,675,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,030,000”; and 
with respect to the naval air station, Glenview, Illinois, strike out “$70,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$170,000.” 

(b) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by striking 
out, in section 202, “$63,358,000” and inserting in place thereof “$70,656,000.” 

(c) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts ‘“$102,956,000", ‘“$63,- 
358,000”, “$202,807,000” and inserting respectively in place thereof “‘$103,555,000”, 
“$70,656,000”, and ‘$210,704,000.” 

SEc. 206. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED StTaTEs” in section 201 as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “sHIPYARD FACILITIES”, with respect to the naval 
repair facility, San Diego, California, strike out “$629,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$1,099,000.” 

(2) Under the subheading “FLEET BASE FACILITIES”, with respect to the naval 
station, Orange, Texas, strike out “$399,000” and insert in place thereof “$563,000.” 

(3) Under the subheading “AvraATION FACILITIES (Naval Air Training Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas, strike 
out “$3,686,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,292,000”; and with respect to 
the naval auxiliary air station, New Iberia, Louisiana, strike out “$24,361,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$26,871,000.” 

(4) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Fleet Support Air Stations)”, 
with respect to the naval air station, Alameda, California, strike out “$3; 
729,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,217,000”; with respect to the naval air 
station, Moffett Field, California, strike out “$2,581,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$4,355,000”; and with respect to the outlying field, Whitehouse Field, 
Duval County, Florida, strike out “$1,087,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$1,587,000.” 

(5) Under the subheading “AvIATION FACILITIES (Special Purpose Air Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey, strike out 
“$16,311,000” and insert in place thereof “$17,911,000.” 

(6) Under the subheading “oRDNANCE FACILITIES”, with respect to the naval 
ordnance aerophysics laboratory, Daingerfield, Texas, strike out “$1,111,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$1,751,000”: and with respect to the naval ordnance 
test station, Inyokern, California, strike out “$375,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$475,000.” 

(7) Under the subheading “SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES” with respect to the 
naval powder factory, Indian Head, Maryland, strike out “$780,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$879,000.” 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “OvuTsSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED States” in section 201 as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES” with respect to naval station, 
Kwajalein, Marshall Islands, strike out “$4,411,000” and insert in place thereof 
$5,235,000.” 

(2) Under the subheading “coMMUNICATION FACILITIES”, with respect to the 
naval communication facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco, strike out “$2,848,- 
600” and insert in place thereof “$3,198,600.” 

(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in section 202 “$151,342,400" and inserting in place thereof 
“$152,763,400.” 

(d) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts “$299,512,600", “$107,191,- 
300”, “$151,342,400", and “$564,046,300" and inserting respectively in place 
thereof “$308,463,600", “$108,365,300", “$152,763,400", and “$575.592.300.” 

Sec. 207. (a) Public Law 968, Kighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the 
heading “INSIDE THE UNITED STateEs” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “surpyarp FACILITIES” with respect to the Naval 
Shipyard, Long Beach, California, strike out “$5,984,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$8,169,000.” 

(2) Under the subheading “FLEET BASE FACILITIES”, with respect to the naval 
station, Long Beach, California, strike out “$2,256,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$2,623,000”; and with respect to the naval station, Norfolk, Virginia, 
strike out “$2,844,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,340,000.” 

(83) Under the subheading “avrATiIon FACILITIES (Fleet Support Air Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the naval air station, Miramar, California, strike out 
“$8,835,000” and insert in place thereof “$11,040,000.” 
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(4) Under the subheading “aviation FAciuities (Special Purpose Air Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the naval air missile test center, Point Mugu, California, 
strike out “$1,682,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,010,000.” 

(5) Under the subheading “seRvVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES” with respect to the 
Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland, strike out “$7,469,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$10,919,000.” 

(6) Under the subheading “cOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES”, with respect to the 
Naval Communication Station, San Francisco, California, strike out “$2,029,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$3,779,000.” 

(7) Under the subheading “yAkps AND DOCKS FACILITIES”, with respect to the 
public works center, Norfolk, Virginia, strike out “$443,000” and insert in place 
thereof “S500,000.” 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the heading 
“OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading ‘“‘AvIATION FACILITIES”, with respect to the naval air 
station, Atsugi, Japan, strike out “$1,961,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,337,000.” 

(c) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended by striking out in 
section 203, “$84,043,000” and inserting in place thereof $85,939,000.” 

(d) Public Law 968, EKighty-fourth Congress, is amended by striking out in 
elause (2) of section 402 the amounts “$292,572,000”, “$61,625,000”, “$84,043,000”, 
and “$438,240,000" and inserting respectively in place thereof $303,410,000”", 
“$62,001,000”, “$85,939,000”, and “$451,350,000.” 


TITLE III 


Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 


Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $4,499,000. 

Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, 
$723,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Maintenance facilities, hospital and 
medical facilities, community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, family housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $3,252,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North Dakota: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili- 
ties, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $5,079,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,184,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: Operational and training 
facilities, troop housing, and utilities and ground improvements, $614,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Family housing, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,118,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $905,000. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon: Maintenance facili- 
ties, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $1,299,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,103,000. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Supply facilities and community 
facilities, $289,000. 
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Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $6,889,000. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New York: Supply facilities, 
community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $974,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Troop housing, family hous- 
ing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $10,911,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utili- 
ties and ground improvements, $2,082,000. 

Peterson Field, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Land acquisition, $136,000. 

Portland International Airport, Portland, Oregon: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground im- 
provements, $4,328,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Community facilities, 
$244,000. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $7,804,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,898,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Operational and training 
facilities and supply facilities, $248,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Supply facilities, community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate improvement, 
$2,149,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, New York: Supply facili- 
ties, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi- 
tion, $1,144,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and real estate improvements, $1,024,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $3,186,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
and utilities and ground improvements, $2,909,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: Community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $217,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $48,178,000. 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY 


United States Air Force Academy, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$21,341,000. 

AIR MATERIAL COMMAND 


Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Troop housing, $405,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $10,675,000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Operational and training facilities, and 
troop housing, $1,911,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Maintenance facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $899,000. 

Mallory Air Force Station, Memphis, Tennessee: Operational and training 
facilities, $1,561,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: Utilities and ground 
improvements, $2,438,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities 
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and ground improvements, land acquisition, and real estate improvements, 
$5,042,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: Maintenance facilities, 
and troop housing $1,673,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $20,507,000. 

Rushmore Air Force Station, Rapid City, South Dakota: Community facilities, 
$56,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$2,674,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Operational and training facilities, 
$1,960,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Operational and training 
facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply facilities, community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $2,096,000. 


AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 


Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Research development, and test 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $6,784,000. 


AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


Sdwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Operational and training facili- 
ties, research, development, and test facilities, community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $1,987,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, research, development, and test facilities, troop housing, community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $11,869,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada: Community facilities, 
$206,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,823,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, 
supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $4,029,000. 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
research, development, and test facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, and real estate improve- 
ments, $2,988,000. 

AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $5,109,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational and training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $2,193,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land acquisition, $8,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and community facilities, $489,000. 

Harlingen Air Force Base, Harlingen, Texas: Community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $424,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Community facilities, $191,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Operational and training facili- 
ties, troop housing, and community facilities, $2,209,000. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, supply facili- 
ties, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi- 
tion, $2,110,000. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, 
troop housing, and land acquisition, $8,249,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Troop housing, community facili- 
ties, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate improvements, $763,000. 
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Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $938,000. 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Community facilities, $436,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $460,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational and training facil- 
ities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,858,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and land acquisition, $5,909,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, land acquisition, and real estate improvements, $1,480,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and real 
estate improvements, $4,442,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Troop housing, and community facilities, 
$1,945,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and land acquisition, $1,977,000. 

Vincent Air Force Base, Yuma, Arizona: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and 
medical facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and ground im- 
provements, and land acquisition, $13,156,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and utilities, and 
ground improvements, $4,118,000. 

Williams Air Foree Base, Chandler, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, $865,000. 


AIR UNIVERSITY 
Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Land acquisition, $300,000. 


CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 


Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia : Operational and training facilities, 
and family housing, $247,000. 

Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Utilities and ground improve- 
ments, land acquisition, and real estate improvements, $963,000. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Aeronautical chart and information center, St. Louis, Missouri: Utilities and 
ground improvements, $60,000. 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Operational and training 
facilities, $920,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: Supply facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $2,216,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational and training facilities, 
troop housing, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,089,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Maintenance facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $595,000. 


STRATEGIC ATR COMMAND 


Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities and community facilities, $848,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and community 
facilities, $3,344,000. 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Operational and training facil- 
ities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $9,680,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and supply facilities, $1,487,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and troop housing, $5,557,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $11,516,000. 
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Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $10,009,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Operational and training facil- 
ities, supply facilities, troop housing, land acquisition, and real estate improve- 
ments, $2,249,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California : Maintenance facilities, supply facil- 
ities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land 
acquisition, and real-estate improvements, $3,326,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $536,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,468,000. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, sup- 
ply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and land acquisition, $2,411,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and training facilities, 
mantenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $14,759,000. 

Dyess Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Community facilities, $100,000. 

‘isworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $2,258,000. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, $1,480,000. 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational and training facilities, 
and supply facilities, $1,357,000. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Community facilities, $34,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 
$19,389,000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Maintenance facilities, 
$380,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Troop housing and community 
facilities, $994,000. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: Real estate improve- 
ments, $179,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $13,112,000. 

Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
$250,000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Land acquisition, $37,000. 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Operational and training facil- 
ities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,364,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$7,322,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $936,000. 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $3,518,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Operational and training facil- 
ities, maintenance facilities, and troop housing, $2,372,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Maintenance facil- 
ities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$2,022,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, util- 
ities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,681,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Operational and training facil- 
ities, supply facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$3,271,000. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: Supply facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $931,000. 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Supply facilities, 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$2,344,000. 
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Schilling Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $3,892,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Operational and training facil- 
ities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $3,528,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, $8,628,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Operational and training facil- 
ities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $9,697,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Operational and 
training facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $2, 073, 000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Operattonat and training 
facilities, and community facilities, $235,000. 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Maintenance facilities, adminis- 
trative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and ground im- 
provements, and land acquisition, $2,149,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greeneville, South Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities, troop housing and community facilities, $1,623,000. 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Troop housing, commu- 
nity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,558,000. 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $760,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Supply facilities, and com- 
munity facilities, $2,478,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Supply facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $1,255,000. 

Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, Myrtle Beach, South Carolina: Maintenance 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, land acquisition, and real estate 
improvements, $1,204,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Community facilities, $745,000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative 
facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acqui- 
sion, and real estate improvements, $11,535,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Troop housing, and community 
facilities, $1,184,000. 

Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah: Operational and training facili- 
ties, and family housing, $3,252,000. 


SPECIAL FACILITIES 
Various locations: Operational and training facilities, $229,000. 
AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, family housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $22,148,000. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 


‘Nielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, $430,000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and community facilities, $4,742,000. 

Galena Airfield: Operational and training facilities, $350,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Community facilities, $1,630,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements and land 
acquisition, $11,500,000. 
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AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, and community facili- 
ties, $1,366,000. 
CARIBBEAN AIR COMMAND 


Howard Air Force Base, Canal Zone: Operational and training facilities, 
$1,400,000. 
FAR EAST AIR FORCES 


Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Operational and training facilities, 
troop housing, and community facilities, $2,642,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $17,024,000. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$15,006,000. 

STRATEGIC ATR COMMAND 


Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Community facilities, $820,000. 

Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Operational and training facilities, 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements and land acquisition, 
$2,975,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $59,613,000. 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real 
estate improvements, $34,960,000. 


SPECIAL FACILITIES 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, $170,000. 


AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements $70,000,000. 


RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND TEST FACILITIES 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
research, development, and test facilities, supply facilities, administrative 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $4,000,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop classified 
military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, re- 
habilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in the total 
amount of $65,000,000. 

Sec. 303. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “AIR DEFENSE COMMAND”—with respect to Pescadero 
Consolan Station, Pescadero, California, strike out “$224,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$584,000”. 

Under the subheading “STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND”’—with respect to Clinton- 
Sherman Airport, Clinton, Oklahoma, strike out “$11,393,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$12,686,000”; and strike out “$1,463,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,756,000”. 

86066—57—-No. 36——_2 
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Under the subheading “CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND’’—with respect to Mitchel 
Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York, strike out “$729,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$929,000” ; and strike out “$686,000” and insert in place thereof “$886,- 

Under the subheading “RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND”’—with respect 
to Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California, strike out “$27,478,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$29,442,000”; and strike out “$16,192,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$18,156,000”. 

(b) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 502 so much as reads “$406,120,000” and ‘$415,949,000”’ 
and inserting in place thereof ‘$409,937,000” and “$419,766,000”, respectively. 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED States”, as follows: 

Under the subheading “AlTR DEFENSE COMMAND” — 

(1) with respect to Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington, strike out “$1,716,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$2,717,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Grand Forks site, North Dakota, strike out “$7,709,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$9,220,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan, 
strike out “$2,029,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,195,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Minot site, North Dakota, strike out “$6,603,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$7,268,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Oxnard Air Force Base, Oxnard, California, strike out 
“$2,445,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,935,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan, 
strike out “$5,526,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,445,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio, 
strike out “$742,000” and insert in place thereof “$893,000” ; 

(8) with respect to Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona, strike out 
“$2,107,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,676,000”. 

Under the subheading “ATR MATERIEL COMMAND”’— 

(1) with respect to Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama, strike 
out “$4,170,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,728,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York, strike out 
“$15,803,000” and insert in place thereof “$16,654,000” ; 

(3) with respect to McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California, 
strike out “$9,522,000” and insert in place thereof $11,970,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, strike 
out “$12,001,000” and insert in place thereof “$14,508,000”. 

Under the subheading “AIR TRAINING COMMAND’’— 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas, strike out 
“$3,438,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,876,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas, strike 
out “$4,081,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,088,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi, 
strike out “$500,000” and insert in place thereof “$545,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Harlingen Air Force Base, Harlingen, Texas, strike 
out “$446,000” and insert in place thereof “$529,000” ; 

(5) with respect to James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas, strike 
out “$883,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,129,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California, strike 
out “$1,516,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,998,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas, strike out 
“$1,076,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,304,000” ; 

(8) With respect to Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona, strike 
out “$1,215,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,556,000”. 

Under the subheading “HEADQUARTERS COMMAND”—with respect to Bolling 
Air Force Base, Washington, District of Columbia, strike out “$520,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$825,000”. 

Under the subheading “RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND’ —with respect 
to Indian Springs Air Force Base (Kirtland Auxiliary Numbered 1), Clark, 
Nevada, strike out “$555,500” and insert in place thereof “$624,500”. 

Under the subheading “STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND’ — 

(1) with respect to Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas, strike 
out “$5,929,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,363,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine, strike out “$11,- 
155,000” and insert in place thereof “$12,218,000” ; 
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(3) with respect to Travis: Air Force Base, Fairfield, California, strike 
out “$9,769,000” and insert in place thereof ‘‘$11,473,000” ; 
(4) with respect to Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico, strike 
out “$6,657,000” and insert in place thereof “$8,324,000”. 
Under the subheading “TACTICAL ATR COMMAND”— 
(1) with respect to Alexandria Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana, 
strike out “$2,684,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,527,000” ; 
(2) with respect to Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, ludiana, strike out 
“$559,000” and insert in place thereof “$611,000” ; 
(3) with respect to George Air Force Base, Victorville, California, strike 
out “$1,598,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,905,000” ; 
(4) with respect to Larson Air Foree Base, Moses Lake, Washington, 
strike out $4,724,000” and insert in place thereof ‘‘$5,197,000” ; 
(5) with respect to Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee, strike 
out “$3,589,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,010,000”. 
(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 301, as follows: 
Under the subheading “ALASKA AIR COMMAND’’—with respect to Galena Air- 
field, strike out “$518,000” and insert in place thereof “$735,000”. 
Under the subheading “AREA CONTROL NAVIGATIONAL AIDS’’—with respect to 
various locations, strike out “$526,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,394,000”. 
(c) Public Law 161, Highty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (8) of section 502 the amounts “$801,256,000", ‘“$532,- 
454,000”, and “$1,339,060,000”" and inserting in place thereof “$824,300,000”, 
“$533,539,000”, and “$1,363,189,000", respectively. 
Sec. 305. (a) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended, under the 
heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 301, as follows: 
Under the subheading “AIR DEFENSE COMMAND’’— 
(1) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota, strike 
out “$863,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,469,000” ; 
(2) with respect to Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington, strike out “$2,- 
827,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,079,000” ; 
(3) with respect to Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana, strike 
out “$2,470,000” and insert in place thereof $3,080,000” ; 
(4) with respect to Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North 
Dakota, strike out “$18,969,000” and insert in place thereof “$30,521,000” ; 
(5) with respect to Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri, 
strike out “$1,673,000” and insert in place thereof ‘$1,781,000” ; 
(6) with respect to Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan, 
strike out “$2,156,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,336,000” ; 
(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, 
Oregon, strike out “$1,130,000” and insert in place thereof ‘$1,560,000” ; 
(8) with respect to Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota, strike 
out “$21,215,000” and insert in place thereof “$27,035,000” ; 
(9) with respect to Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New 
York, strike out “$3,030,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,409,000” ; 
(10) with respect to Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California, strike 
out “$2,392,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,779,000” ; 
(11) with respect to Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa, 
strike out “$2,288,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,900,000” ; 
(12) with respect to Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin, strike out “$4,876,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$8,726,000” ; 
(13) with respect to Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan, strike 
out “$3,278,000” and insert in place thereof ‘‘$3,808,000” ; 
(14) with respect to various locations, strike out “$21,510,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$26,201,000”. 
Under the subheading “AIR MATERIEL COMMAND’’— 
(1) with respect to Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York, strike out 
“$17,966,000” and insert in place thereof “$22,005,000” ; 
(2) with respect to Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine, 
strike out “$473,000” and insert in place thereof “$745,000” ; 
(3) with respect to Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington, 
strike out “$129,000” and insert in place thereof “$251,000” ; 
(4) with respect to Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, 
strike out “$5,990,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,763,000”. 
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Under the subheading “Am TRAINING COMMAND”— 

(1) with respect to Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas, strike out 
“$17,121,000” and insert in place thereof “$26,471,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama, strike out 
“$18,000” and insert in place thereof “$22,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas, strike 
out “$24,433,000” and insert in place thereof “$33,858,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada, strike out 
“$2,221,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,063,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma, strike out 
“$977,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,064,000”. 

Under the subheading “amr UNIVERSITY”’—with respect to Maxwell Air Force 
Base, Montgomery, Alabama, strike out “$215,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$311,000”. 

Under the subheading “CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND” — 

(1) with respect to Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California, strike 
out “$13,395,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,993,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia, strike out 
“$345,000” and insert in place thereof, “$500,000”. 

Under the subheading “RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND”’— 

(1) with respect to Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts, 
strike out “$6,939,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,530,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California, strike 
out “$5,488,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,220,000”. 

Under the subheading “STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND”’— 

(1) with respect to Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas, strike out 
“$922,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,190,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Castle Air For Base, Merced, California, strike out 
“$2,179,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,643,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi, 
strike out “$14,518,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,322,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota, 
strike out “$943,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,075,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida, 
strike out “$1,694,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,966,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio, strike 
out “$4,952,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,880,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana, 
strike out “$1,236,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,586,000” ; 

(8) With respect to Mountain Home Air Force Base. Mountain Home, 
Idaho, strike out “$2,064,000” and insert in place thereof $2,607,000” ; 

(9) with respect to Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska, strike out 
“$5,697,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,155,000” ; 

(10) with respect to Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York, 
strike out “$1,491,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,027,000” ; 

(11) with respect to Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, strike out “$661,000” and insert in place thereof “$720,000” ; 

(12) with respect to Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico, strike 
out “$2,791,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,181,000”. 

Under the subheading “TracTICAL AIR COMMAND”—with respect to Langley Air 
Force Base, Hampton, Virginia, strike out “$2,613,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$2,785,000”. 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress is amended under the heading 
“OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES” as follows: 

Under the subheading “NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND”’—with respect to various 
locations, strike out “$75,650,000” and insert in place thereof “$94,197,000”. 

(c) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress is amended by striking out in 
clause (3) of section 402 the amounts “$742,873,000", “$405,061,000’, and $1,360,- 
934,000”, and inserting in place thereof “$811,342,000”, ‘“$423,608,000”, and 
“$1,447,950,000”, respectively. 

Sec. 306. Subsection (b) of section 302 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 
991, 1012), is amended to read as follows: 

“(b) Air Force installations and facilities by proceeding with construction 
made necessary by changes in Air Force missions, new weapons developments, 
new and unforeseen research and development requirements, or improved pro- 
duction schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such 
construction for inclusion in the next military construction authorization Act 
would be inconsistent with interests of national security, and in connection 
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therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or 
temporary public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurte- 
nances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of $50,000,000: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, shall notify the Com- 
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives im- 
mediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction 
of any public work undertaken under this subsection, including those real estate 
actions pertaining thereto.” 


TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department may proceed to establish 
or develop installations and facilities under this Act without regard to sections 
3648 and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and sections 4774 (d) and 
9774 (d) of title 10, United States Code. The authority to place permanent or 
temporary improvements on land includes authority for surveys, administration, 
overhead, planning and supervision incident to construction. That authority 
may be exercised before title to the land is approved under section 355 of the 
Revised Statutes, as amended, and even though the land is held temporarily. 
The authority to acquire real estate or land includes authority to make surveys 
and to acquire land, and interests in land (including temporary use), by gift, 
purchase, exchange of Government-owned land, or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be neces- 
sary for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations for public works projects 
authorized by titles I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $128,821,000; ouside the United 
States, $46,502,000; section 102, $143,002,000; section 1038, $5,000,000; or 
a total of $323,325,000; 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $281,337,000; outside the United 
States, $81,272,000; section 202, $67,490,000; section 203, $5,000,000; or a 
total of $435,099,000 ; and 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $509,286,000; outside the 
United States, $228,628,000; section 302, $65,000,000; or a total of $802,- 
914,000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or III of this Act may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary concerned, be increased by 5 per centum for projects 
inside the United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the United 
States. However, the total cost of all projects in each such title may not be 
more than the total amount authorized to be appropriated for projects in that 
title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliance with section 2313 (b) of 
title 10, United States Code, for contracts made under this Act for the 
establishment or development of military installations and facilities in 
foreign countries would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed 
upon alternative methods for adequately auditing those contracts; the 
President may exempt those contracts from the requirements of that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States under this Act shall be awarded, 
insofar as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if 
the national security will not be impaired and the award is consistent with 
chapter 137 of title 10, United States Code and section 15 of the Act of August 
9, 1955 (69 Stat. 547, 551). 

Sec. 406. (a) The Secretary of a military department may acquire any interest 
in land that— 

(1) he or his designee determines is needed in the interest of national 
defense ; and 

(2) does not cost more than $25,000 (exclusive of administrative costs and 
the amounts of any deficiency judgments). 

This section does not authorize the acquisition, as part of the same project, of 
two or more contiguous parcels of land that together cost more than $25,000. 

(b) Section 406 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1015) is hereby 
repealed. 

Sec. 407. As of July 1, 1958, all authorizations for military public works to be 
accomplished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with the 
establishment or development of military installations and facilities, and all 
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authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in Acts approved 
before August 8, 1953, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later 
authorization are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations therefor that 
are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain the general provisions ; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as to which appropriated 
funds have been obligated for construction contracts in whole or in part 
before July 1, 1958, and authorizations for appropriations therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for family housing in the 
amount of $100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, 
Eighty-second Congress ; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the appropriation of funds 
that are contained in sections 2231-2238 of title 10, United States Code, as 
amended (50 U. 8. C. 882, 883, 885, 886) ; 

(5) the authorization for the development of the Line of Communica- 
tions, France, in the amount of $60,000,000 that is contained in title I, section 
102, of Public Law 534, Righty-second Congress; and 

(6) notwithstanding the provisions of section 410 of the Act of August 3, 
1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1016), the authorization for (a) development of classi- 
fied facilities in the amount of $6,439,000 that is contained in title I, sec- 
tion 102, of the Act of September 28, 1951 (65 Stat. 336, 343), and (b) 
development of classified facilities in the amount of $6,654,000 that is con- 
tained in title I, section 102 of the Act of July 14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, 
609). 

Sec. 408. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352), as 
amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1957, 1858, and 1959, the Secretaries of 
the Army, Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are authorized to lease housing 
facilities at or near military tactical installations for assignment as public 
quarters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, without rental 
charge upon a determination by the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, that 
there is a lack of adequate housing facilities at or near such military tactical 
installations. Such housing facilities shall be leased on a family or individual 
unit basis and not more than five thousand of such units may be so leased at 
any one time. Expenditures for the rental of such housing facilities may be 
made out of appropriations available for maintenance and operation but may 
not exceed $150 a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 409. (a) Family quarters to be constructed under the authority of titles 
I, II, and III of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), shall be subject 
to the net floor urea limitations respectively prescribed in sections 4774, 7574, 
and 9774 of title 10, United States Code. 

(b) Section 404 of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), is 
hereby repealed. 

Sec. 410. Title 10, United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(a) Section 4774 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof : 

“(f) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for enlisted members of the Army may be four-bedroom 
quarters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 

(b) Section 7574 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof : 

“(d) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for enlisted members of the Navy may be four-bedroom 
quarters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 

(c) Section 9774 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof : 

“(f) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for enlisted members of the Air Force may be four-bedroom 
quarters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 

Sec. 411. Section 419 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1018). is 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Act or of any other 
provision of law except a provision of law hereafter enacted expressly in 
limitation hereof, no contract shall be entered into by the United States for 
the construction or acquisition of family housing units under title 1V of the 
Housing Amendments of 1955, as amended, by or for the use of military or 
civilian personnel of any of the military services unless— 
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“(1) the Secretary of Defensé has submitted to the Armed Services Com- 
mittees of the Senate and of the House of Representatives a written report 
stating the intent to construct or acquire such units, certifying that the 
number of units to be constructed or acquired is consistent with the long 
range troop strength to be stationed at the location of such units, and 
showing the location, number, and estimated cost of such housing units, 
and the existing housing at such location ; and 

“(2) a fifteen-day period has elapsed since the submission of such report.” 

Sec. 412. The second paragraph of section 407 of the Act of September 1, 
1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“The Department of Defense shall pay the Commodity Credit Corporation, 
from appropriations otherwise available for the payment of quarters allowances 
for military personnel and from appropriate allotments or rental charges for 
civilian personnel, amounts equal to the quarters allowances or allotments 
otherwise payable to or the rental charges collected from personnel occupying 
any housing constructed or acquired under authority of this section after de- 
ducting amounts chargeable for the maintenance and operation of such housing: 
Provided, That such payments shall not exceed the dollar equivalent of the 
value of the foreign currencies used for all such construction or acquisition.” 

The Cuarrman. I desire to make a brief statement pointing out 
some of the highlights of this bill. 

The total amount of authorization requested is $1,561,388,000. It is 
divided among the services as follows: The Army’s portion of the 
bill is $323,325,000. The Navy’s is $435,099,000. The Air Force’s is 
$802,914,000. 

In addition to the foregoing, authority is also requested in the 
amount of $181 million to correct deficiencies in authorization for proj- 
ects authorized under previous laws. This $181 million is broken 
down as follows: 

The Army, $2314 million. The Navy, $4214 million. The Air 
Force, $115 million. 

Now, the total authorization provided for in the bill therefore is 
$1,742,384,000. 

In addition to this $1,742,394,000, we must add another $2,174 mil- 
lion, which represents the amount of unfunded authorization now 
available to the three departments. 

If you will add these 2 sums together, it will make $3,916,394,000, 
almost $4 billion, which will be available to the departments if the 
authority requested in this bill is granted. 

Against this almost $4 billion authorization, the departments will 
request appropriations in the amount of $1,900 million this year. 
This will still leave $2 billion in unfunded authorization. 

In this connection I would like to make this statement, as I have on 
a number of occasions in the past: that I am still concerned, and so is 
the committee, about the gap between the amount of authorization 
which the military departments have and the amount of appropria- 
tions which they have received for these authorizations. 

Of course, each of the departments has some of this unfunded 
authorization. The $2,174 million in unfunded authorization is 
broken down as follows: 

The Army, $388 million. 

The Navy, $258 million. 

The Air Force, $1,523 million. 

Now, the committee can get some comfort from the fact that this 
authorization that is unfunded is not quite as high as it has been in 
the past. The Department adopted the policy that all authorizations 
that have been on the books for 5 years would be stricken. I think we 
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authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in ‘Acts approved 
before August 8, 1953, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later 
authorization are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations therefor that 
are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain the general provisions ; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as to which appropriated 
funds have been obligated for construction contracts in whole or in part 
before July 1, 1958, and authorizations for appropriations therefor ; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for family housing in the 
amount of $100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, 
Eighty-second Congress ; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the appropriation of funds 
that are contained in sections 2231-2238 of title 10, United States Code, as 
amended (50 U. 8. C. 882, 883, 885, 886); 

(5) the authorization for the development of the Line of Communica- 
tions, France, in the amount of $60,000,000 that is contained in title I, section 
102, of Public Law 534, Highty-second Congress; and 

(6) notwithstanding the provisions of section 410 of the Act of August 3, 
1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1016), the authorization for (a) development of classi- 
fied facilities in the amount of $6,439,000 that is contained in title I, see- 
tion 102, of the Act of September 28, 1951 (65 Stat. 336, 343), and (b) 
development of classified facilities in the amount of $6,654,000 that is con- 
tained in title I, section 102 of the Act of July 14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, 
609). 

Sec. 408. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352), as 
amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1957, 1858, and 1959, the Secretaries of 
the Army, Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are authorized to lease housing 
facilities at or near military tactical installations for assignment as public 
quarters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, without rental 
charge upon a determination by the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, that 
there is a lack of adequate housing facilities at or near such military tactical 
installations. Such housing facilities shall be leased on a family or individual 
unit basis and not more than five thousand of such units may be so leased at 
any one time. Expenditures for the rental of such housing facilities. may be 
made out of appropriations available for maintenance and operation but may 
not exceed $150 a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 409. (a) Family quarters to be constructed under the authority of titles 
I, Il, and III of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), shall be subject 
to the net floor «rea limitations respectively prescribed in sections 4774, 7574, 
and 9774 of title 10, United States Code. 

(b) Section 404 of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), is 
hereby repealed. 

Sec. 410. Title 10, United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(a) Section 4774 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof : 

“(f) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for enlisted members of the Army may be four-bedroom 
quarters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 

(b) Section 7574 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof : 

“(d) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for enlisted members of the Navy may be four-bedroom 
quarters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.”’ 

(ec) Section 9774 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof : 

“(f) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for enlisted members of the Air Force may be four-bedroom 
quarters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 

Sec. 411. Section 419 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1018). is 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Act or of any other 
provision of law except a provision of law hereafter enacted expressly in 
limitation hereof, no contract shall be entered into by the United States for 
the construction or acquisition of family housing units under title IV of the 
Housing Amendments of 1955, as amended, by or for the use of military or 
civilian personnel of any of the military services unless— 


1433 


“(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted to the Armed Services Com- 
mittees of the Senate and of the House of Representatives a written report 
stating the intent to construct or acquire such units, certifying that the 
number of units to be constructed or acquired is consistent with the long 
range troop strength to be stationed at the location of such units, and 
showing the location, number, and estimated cost of such housing units, 
and the existing housing at such location ; and 

“(2) a fifteen-day period has elapsed since the submission of such report.” 

Sec. 412. The second paragraph of section 407 of the Act of September 1, 
1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“The Department of Defense shall pay the Commodity Credit Corporation, 
from appropriations otherwise available for the payment of quarters allowances 
for military personnel and from appropriate allotments or rental charges for 
civilian personnel, amounts equal to the quarters allowances or allotments 
otherwise payable to or the rental charges collected from personnel occupying 
any housing constructed or acquired under authority of this section after de- 
ducting amounts chargeable for the maintenance and operation of such housing: 
Provided, That such payments shall not exceed the dollar equivalent of the 
value of the foreign currencies used for all such construction or acquisition.” 

The Cuarrman. I desire to make a brief statement pointing out 
some of the highlights of this bill. 

The total amount of authorization requested is $1,561,388,000. Itis 
divided among the services as follows: The Army’s portion of 
bill is $323,325,000. The Navy’s is $435,099,000. The Air Force’s 
$802,914,000. 

In addition to the foregoing, authority is also requested in the 
amount of $181 million to correct deficiencies in authorization for proj- 
ects authorized under previous laws. This $181 million is broken 
down as follows: 

The Army, $2314 million. The Navy, $4214 million. The Air 
Force, $115 million. 

Now, the total authorization provided for in the bill therefore is 
oh 

In addition to this $1,742,394,000, we must add another $2,174 mil- 
lion, which represents the amount of unfunded authorization now 
available to the three departments. 

If you will add these 2 sums together, it will make $3,916,394,000, 
almost $4 billion, which will be available to the departments if the 
authority requested in this bill is granted. 

Against this almost $4 billion authorization, the departments will 
request appropriations in the amount of $1,900 million this year. 
This will still leave $2 billion in unfunded authorization. 

In this connection I would like to make this statement, as I have on 
a number of occasions in the past: that I am still concerned, and so is 
the committee, about the gap between the amount of authorization 
which the military departments have and the amount of appropria- 
tions which they have received for these authorizations. 

Of course, each of the departments has some of this unfunded 
authorization. The $2,174 million in unfunded authorizatien is 
broken down as follows: 

The Army, $388 million. 

The Navy, $258 million. 

The Air Force, $1,523 million. 

Now, the committee can get some comfort from the fact that this 
authorization that is unfunded is not quite as high as it has been in 
the past. The Department adopted the policy that all authorizations 
that have been on the books for 5 years would be stricken. I think we 
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can approach it in a more realistic manner if we would reduce it down 
to at least 4 or probably 3 years. 


BASIS OF THE BILL 


Now, I want to call your attention to the basis of the bill. 

The construction program contained in this bill is, of course, based 
on the forces which we plan to have over the next several years. In 
the case of the Army, the program is based on 1 million men. In the 
case of the Navy, the’ program represents the shore establishment nec- 
essary for 980 ships. 

For the Air Force, it appears that we are building toward 118 wings. 
And this is a matter on which I would like to make some specific and 
detailed inquiry of both Secretary Bryant and the Secretary of the 
Air Force. 

Let me call your attention to the fact a year ago, on March 2, 1956, 
Secretary of the Air Force Douglas testified as follows: 


The Air Force installations program, as you know, is aimed at providing air- 
base facilities required for a ready, effective Air Force of 137 wings. 


He goes on to say: 


Since the start of the present Air Force construction program, which dates 
back to 1950, approximately $7 billion has been appropriated. 

Presumably, all of this $7 billion was aimed at 137 or more wings. 

Let me quote one additional statement by Secretary Douglas just a 
year ago, wherein he says: 

Today the Air Force has 128 wings, and we will have 131 on June 30. 


This was June 30, less than a year ago. 

But, today we are informed that we are building toward an Air 
Force’ strength of 118 wings. And, as a matter of fact, as of last 
March we had in existence 128 wings, and were to have 131 wings as of 
last June. 

So, we have 10 fewer wings than we had a year ago, and 13 wings 
less than we were to have had last June. 

Now, I know that the number of planes in some of the wings has 
increased, but I still wonder whether 118 wings could absorb the 19 
wings which represent the difference between ‘118 and 137. 

This in itself to me is confusing, but what makes it even more con- 
fusing is that the Air Force is asking for $803 million in new authority 
in this bill, plus another $115 million as increases in prior authoriza- 
tions, and has on hand, if addition to these 2 amounts, $1,523 million 
in unfunded authorizations. 

So, if we were to grant the authority requested by the Air Force in 
this bill, it would have available to it almost $214 billion in authority 
for at least 13 fewer wings than we were promised we would have 
today. 

This bill contains no new major installations within the United 
States. 

There are, however, two small auxiliary fields which the Air Force 
has designated as Molette Auxiliary F ield, Orville, Ala—this is an 
auxiliary field for Craig Air Force Base. The other is an auxiliary 
field as yet unnamed, located at Meadow, Tex. This is an auxiliary 
field for Reese Air Force Base. 
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The Army has one new installation designated as the Cold Regions 
Laboratory, at Hanover, N. H. This is a research and development 
type facility. 

f would like to make a brief mention of the land acquisitions in 
this program. They total approximately 35,420 acres, with the Army 
contemplating 941, the Navy 24,281, and the Air Force 9,198. The 
total cost of these lands will be about $1214 million. About 32,000 
acres of easements also will be required, at a total cost of $9.8 million. 
This is a total land expenditure of $22,306,000. 

I feel that the total picture of land acquisitions can be better under- 
stood by all members of the committee if there is a full and free dis- 
cussion of the acquisitions at a time when all members have an oppor- 
tunity to participate, and when all of our minds are attuned to the 
subject. 

So, I think that we should take a close look at all of the acquisitions 
which involve either large areas or large expenditures of funds during 
this hearing, and I want each of the witnesses to make specific refer- 
ence to any large or expensive acquisition at the time the particular 
installation is being considered. 

Another important matter that I would like to refer to briefly is 
what the departments call reprograming. When we reach that 
par of the bill I think it should be closely examined, because what 
1appens is outside of continental United States in case they take the 
money from the authorization of a specific project and use it for some 
other project. 

Now, as to the housing, there is involved in this bill 2,381 units for 
the military services. The Army is asking for 415, almost all of them 
in Alaska. 

The Navy is asking for 459, all new funding. 

The Air Force is asking for 1,507 units, with some 1,300 of them 
being located at 54 aircraft control and warning sites and some at 
Otis Air Force Base, in Massachusetts, where they can’t get the land 
to buy the Capehart housing. 

Now, this bill will be presented in the usual manner by the Depart- 
ment heads, in what is known as a package program. 

I think this is a very important thing, because it permits the com- 
mittee to get a comprehensive view of where the Department is allo- 
cating its large sums of money. 

For example, we will find out in this fashion that a large portion of 
the Army’s program is for provisions of new barracks, that is, pro- 
viding for new barracks to replace old barracks of World War II 
structure. 

The Navy is allocating a substantial portion of its program in pro- 
viding for 10,000-foot runways. 

The Air Force, in the same fashion, is planning a large expenditure 
for additional pavements needed for the B-52 dispersal. 

(The chairman’s full statement is as follows :) 

Members of the committee, as we do each year, we have for consideration 
this morning, and for sometime to come, H. R. 7130, the military construction bill 
for fiscal year 1958. 

I do not need to stress the importance of this bill. It contains a request for 


authority for the physical plant, which together with the men and equipment 
make up the three essential elements of our defense structure. 
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The bill totals this year $1,561,338,000, divided among the services as follows: 


Ml Ot ee ee a i eee dee $323, 325, 000 
ee Sia snes al Nd ach ia i gel AE A aa Se a hae 435, 099, 000 
i th Ne ca lameness bop le 802, 914, 000 


In addition to the foregoing, authority is also requested in the amount of $181 
million to correct deficiencies in authorizations for projects authorized under 
previous laws. This $181 million is broken down as follows: 


Million 
RL es te Or) 6 i i ue iigclicgs <eisy dca mpatsenote> $23% 
i ee a 42%, 
I suis de ninbermasibingalicherenes te ae 


The true total new authorization granted by the bill, therefore, is $1,742,394,000. 
UNFUNDED AUTHORIZATION 


To this $1,742,394,000 we must add another $2,174,000,000, which represents the 
amount of unfunded authorization now available to the three Departments. 

This makes a total of $3,916,394,000—almost $4 billion—which will be avail- 
able to the departments if the authority requested in this bill is granted. 

Against this almost $4 billion authorization, the departments will request 
appropriations in the amount of $1,900 million. This will still leave $2 billion 
in unfunded authorizations. 

In connection with this, I would like to point out, as I have on a number 
of occasions in the past, that I am still concerned about the gap between the 
amount of authorization which the military departments have and the amount 
of appropriations which they have received for these authorizations. 

Of course, each of the departments has some of this unfunded authorization. 
The $2,174 million in unfunded authorization is broken down as follows: 


Million 
a ES Se oe is elke aan ee 
Geet eS be ee lee Bi gt sett) oso otk lip lg 258 
ME id Tle elo ia li acer a ES a silat ete each el 1, 523 


I derive some slight encouragement from the fact that these figures are less 
than they were last year, but I feel that they are still too large. 

The committee will recall that starting 2 years ago each military construc- 
tion bill contains a section which ultimately repeals an authorization which is 
more than 5 years old. Perhaps we could close this gap more quickly if this 
period were 4 years or 3 years. I know that Secretary Bryant is going to 
deal with this matter in his prepared statement, and I will not press it further 
at this time. 

I know that this bill has been carefully studied and has been cut considerably 
from the field requests. It has been cut all along the way, and its final cuts 
came’ from the Military Department itself, Mr. Bryant’s office, and last by the 
Bureau of the Budget. 

BASIS OF THE BILL 


The construction program contained in this bill is, of course, based on the 
forces which we plan to have over the next several years. In the case of the 
Army, the program is based on 1 million men. In the case of the Navy, the 
program represents the Shore Establishment necessary for 980 ships. 

For the Air Force, it appears that we are building toward 118 wings. And 
this is a matter on which I would like to make some specific and detailed in- 
quiry of both Secretary Bryant and the Secretary of the Air Force. 

Let me call your attention to the fact a year ago, on March 2, 1956, Secretary 
of the Air Force Douglas testified as follows: 

“The Air Force installations program, as you know, is aimed at providing 
airbase facilities required for a ready, effective Air Force of 137 wings.” 

He goes on to say: 

“Since the start of the present Air Force construction program, which dates 
back to 1950, approximately $7 billion has been appropriated.” 

Presumably, all of this $7 billion was aimed at 137 or more wings. 

Let me quote one additional statement by Secretary Douglas just a year ago, 
wherein he says: 

“Today the Air Force has 128 wings, and we will have 131 on June 30.” 

This was June 30, less than a year ago. 


1437 


But, today, we are informed that we are building toward an Air Force strength 
of 118 wings. And, as a matter of fact, as of last March we had in existence 
128 wings, and were to have 131 wings as of last June. 

So, we have 10 fewer wings than we had a year ago, and 13 wings less than 
we were to have had last June. 

Now, I know that the number of planes in some of the wings has increased, 
but I still wonder whether 118 wings could absorb the 19 wings which represent 
the difference between 118 and, 137. 

This in itself to me is confusing, but what makes it even more confusing is that 
the Air Force is asking for $803 million in new authority in this bill, plus an- 
other $115 million as increases in prior authorizations, and has on hand, in 
addition to these 2 amounts, $1,523 million in unfunded authorizations. 

So, if we were urgent to grant the authority requested by the Air Force in 
this bill, it would have available to it almost $2% billion in authority for at 
least 13 fewer wings than we were promised we would have today. 

This matter I want to go into in detail, but I will leave it for the moment to 
deal with some matters which are more understandable. 


NEW INSTALLATIONS 


This bill contains no new major installations within the United States. 

There are, however, two small auxiliary fields which the Air Force has 
designated as Molette Auxiliary Field, Orville, Ala.—this is an auxiliary field 
for Craig Air Force Base. The other is an auxiliary field as yet unnamed, 
located at Meadow, Tex. This is an auxiliary field for Reese Air Force Base. 

The Army has one new installation designated as the Cold Regions Laboratory 
at Hanover, N. H. This is a research and development type facility. 


LAND ACQUISITIONS 


I would like to make a brief mention of the land acquisitions in this program. 
They total approximately 35,420 acres, with the Army contemplating 941, the 
Navy 24,281, and the Air Force 9,198. The total cost of these lands will be 
about $12% million. About 32,000 acres of easements also will be required, at 
au total cost of $9.8 million. This is a total land expenditure of $22,306,000. 

I feel that the total picture of land acquisitions can be better understood by 
all members of the committee if there is a full and free discussion of the acquisi- 
tions at a time when all members have an opportunity to participate, and when 
all of our minds are attuned to the subject. 

So, I think that we should take a close look at all of the acquisitions which 
involve either large areas or large expenditures of funds during this hearing, and 
I want each of the witnesses to make specific reference to any large or expensive 
acquisition at the time the particular installation is being considered. 


REPROGRAMING 


Another important matter that I would like to refer to briefly is what the 
Departments call reprograming. A simple description of this is taking funds 
authorized and appropriated for one thing and building another. This is an 
accurate, if harsh, description of what the Departments do. 

There is little of this reprograming within the United States. By far, the 
greater part of it is in the so-called classified facilities, most of which are over- 
seas. 

The committee will recall that reprograming is cleared with the committee, 
and to some extent, therefore, the committee maintains surveillance over these 
changes. However, I consider it a rather serious matter. 


MOUSING 


A word about housing. I am going to force myself to be brief on the subject 
of housing, because it has become such an important and such a complex subject 
that anyone of us could talk literally all day on it. 

I will say first that I still believe that the cheapest and best way to build mili- 
tary family housing is through direct appropriations. Instead of this we have 
had visionary and expensive programs which, while producing houses, cast the 
cost of them not where it should be—the taxpayer of today—but rather on the 
children and grandchildren of these taxpayers. Something for nothing—or at 
least something that some one else will pay for at some time in the future—is the 
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keynote or theme of the military housing program. And, like anything bought 
over a long term, and with as many middlemen crowded into the picture as possi- 
ble, it costs us much more than it would to build a house directly with appropri- 
ated funds. 

Let me remind the committee that a Wherry house which cost $9,000 to build 
will cost $84,000 before it is owned by the Government. This is, of course, as- 
suming that the house exists at the end of this 75-year period. 

We have always had at least three choices with respect to the manner in which 
we would build family housing. 

The first of these is the Wherry concept, which has now been abandoned; the 
second is the Capehart approach, which is the big source of housing today; and 
the third is appropriated funds. 

About 3 years ago we embarked on a program of appropriated housing, and 
actually authorized 29,000 units. The Department obtained funds for about 28,000 
of these units. 

Just as that program was getting underway, the Capehart Act came along and 
was chosen by the Department as a more ready source of housing. I thought then 
that this was a mistake, and I still think so today. The logic that would prompt 
the construction of housing in this fashion would just as well prompt the con- 
struction of every other military structure in the same manner. 

A house is a part of our Defense Establishment, just as is a barracks, an 
administration building, or a hospital. But, since there are so many experts on 
housing, it provides a fertile area for plans and schemes that don’t increase the 
budget—that is, right now. 

I predict that the day will come when we will return to appropriated fund 
housing, and I can only hope that that day is not far away. 

That the day is not near is evidenced by the fact that this bill requests only 
2,381 units for all of the military services. The Army is asking for 415—almost 
all of them in Alaska. The Navy is asking for 459—almost all of them in New- 
foundland. And the Air Force is asking for 1,507 units, with 1,300 of them 
being located either at 54 A. C. and W. sites or at Otis Air Force Base, Mass., 
where the Capehart bill is not available because of the land situation. 

Perhaps the blame lies with the Congress in not having provided housing 
through direct appropriations over the last 10 years, but, regardless of where 
the blame lies, the alternative has proved to be fantastically expensive. 

I have always been of the view that when you have found that you have made 
a mistake you should do everything in your power to correct the mistake as 
quickly as possible. 

Wherry housing was a mistake, but there is a way to correct it—and that is 
to buy these houses as quickly as possible, make them public quarters, and, 
through the use of housing allowances, own them in a relatively short time. 


INCREASES IN PRIOR AUTHORIZATIONS 


A word about the $181 million which represents increases in authorizations 
granted during prior years. This is equivalent to over 50 percent of the Army 
program itself. I feel that we should examine into these items very carefully. 
Some of the individual items are very substantial, running to over $9 million for 
a single installation, and in another instance almost $20 million for the North- 
east Air Command, and this particular one is an amendment of a law passed 
only last year. 

I would expect, therefore, that the services will indicate clearly and in detail 
exactly what each of these increases represent, in order that the committee may 
determine whether they should, as a matter of fact, be granted. 


PACKAGE PROGRAM 


Now, I understand that each of the departments will present its program, in 
the first instance, in what I will call “package” fashion. I think this is very 
important because it permits the committee to get a comprehensive view of 
where the Department is allocating its large sums of money. 

For example, we will find out in this fashion that a large portion of the Army’s 
program is for the provision of new barracks to replace old World War II struc- 
tures, and that the Navy is allocating a substantial portion of its program to 
providing what are called 10,000-feet sea level equivalent runways. 

The Air Force, in the same fashion, is planning large expenditures for addi- 
tional pavements needed for the B—52 dispersal program. 


1439 


With a packaged presentation such as this, the line items become more 
meaningful to us. 

The Cuarrman. We have with us this morning Assistant Secretary 
of Defense Floyd Bryant. This is the first time that Mr. Bryant 
has appeared before the full committee in his present position. 

The pro used to be presented to us by Mr. Floete, who is now 
over at GSA. 

I think the Department of Defense is to be congratulated in choos- 
ing Mr. Bryant for the position which he occupies. He, of course, is 
very well qualified for this important job because of his background 
as a business executive and former vice president of Standard Oil of 
California. It was in that position that we have known Mr. Bryant 
for a number of years. 

Indeed, he was our partner, in a sense, in connection with the unit 
plan contracts when he held that position. 

We have always known him as a forthright person. I must confess 
that he and I have not always been in complete agreement, but our 
disagreements were perhaps only the natural result of variant 
interests. 

Mr. Bryant is an intelligent and clear thinking person, and I know 
that his relationship with the committee is going to be mutually 
rewarding for all of us. , 

Mr. Bryant, will you please come around, sir? 

Now, Mr. Bryant, in your position as Assistant Secretary of the 
Department of Defense, it is your responsibility to submit to the 
committee the justification of H. R. 7130. 

The committee will be pleased to have you make your statement in 
your own fashion, without interruption. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and may 
I say first that I deeply appreciate those very kind expressions of 
yours and I know from my experience with you that you meant them. 
I am deeply moved. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is indeed a privi- 
lege to appear before you on behalf of the Department of Defense in 
connection with the proposed military construction authorization bill 
for fiscal year 1958. 

I should like to briefly summarize the progress which has been made 
on the previous years’ construction authorized by this committee. I 
shall then provide information on the development of this year’s bill, 
and outline the contents and objectives of its titles I, IT, I1I, and IV 
covering the Army, Navy, and Air Force projects, and the general 
provisions. 

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I would like to state and with your 
permission to act accordingly, that I have in my prepared statement 
certain charts and tabulations which I do not propose to read because 
they are readily available to the members of the committee and I 
think that having filed them they will serve their purpose and avoid 
excess use of time. 

The Cuamman. Well, let them be printed in the record as part of 
your statement. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, sir. 

First, on the matter of construction progress. I think this is interest- 
ing. Of the total of $14,032 million appropriations for military con- 
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struction from fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1957, $13,529 million 
or 97 percent had been allocated to field construction offices for contract 
award as of February 28, 1957. 

The major portion of this amount, $12,863 million or 95 percent, rep- 
resents work that has already been completed. During the 12-month 
period ending December 31, 1956, a total of $1,169,066,300 in apeeie ae 
tion contract awards were made, and 93 percent of this amount wa 
awarded by formally advertised competitive bids. This I tuidadethnd 
is in accordance with public law, the expressed desires of this commit- 
tee, and the policies of the Department of Defense. 

Development of the fiscal year 1958 bill: After their initial planning 
and preparation at the respective Army, Navy, and Air Force bases, 
the projects comprising the annual authorization program are con- 
solidated and screened by the various intermediate service headquar- 
ters. Following this, these projects are reviewed at the headquarters 
of the three respective departments. After transmittal to my office, 
each line item in these programs is carefully reviewed and all ques- 
tionable items discussed with representatives of the three departments. 
As a result of this latter review, the programs submitted by the three 
departments were reduced from their original total of $3,641 million 
to an approval total of $2,098 million. 

Following this reduction, the departments were required to still fur- 
ther reduce these programs to a total of $1,770,315,000, in order that a 
proper balance could be maintained between the new and the residual 
authorizations to be funded from fiscal year 1958 appropriations. 

I am sure that this committee is aware of the detailed review and 
screening procedures which are followed within the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense in the examination of our annual construction au- 
thorization bill. These include a careful study of each project by 
members of my office and by members of other interested offices of the 
Secretary of Defense. 

Each line item is reviewed from the ee of necessity, scope, 

cost, location, and proper design. ‘This year, we have made special 
efforts to eliminate new projects on which no prev ious work had been 
undertaken, and which could be deferred to future years without seri- 
ously affecting military operations. I can therefore assure you that 
this entire program received the closest scrutiny. 

Finally, after our Department of Defense review of this bill was 
completed, the Bureau of the Budget conducted a still further review 
based on the most rigid concepts of economy, such as deferring the 
replacement of many World War II structures and rephasing certain 
new work until future years, as a result of which the program was 
reduced to the amounts shown in titles I, II, and III of the bill now 
before this committee, which total $1,561,838,000, and as the chairman 
has indicated to you the amounts broken down in titles I, II, and ILI, 
as he stated. 

This final reduction conforms to a corresponding reduction of $200 
million in the fiscal year 1958 new Soe il authority which was 
made by the President on April 18,1957. We feel that this is the mini- 
mum amount needed to satisfactorily siivantad the missions assigned to 
our military forces. 

You will note at this point that I have given a chart here showing 
the status of military construction authorizations, so that the com- 
mittee can review these through fiscal 1948 to date. And in consonance 
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with the admonition of the chairman, I am happy to say that there 
has been a reduction in the carryover of unfunded obligations due to 
the statutory requirements and other devices which are in our opinion, 
as the chairman’s opinion, necessary to keep this unfunded balance 
from growing and hopefully to be further reduced. 

As it stands today, just briefly, as you will see from the chart in front 
of you, the residual authorization to be available at the end of fiscal 
1958 totals $1,933 million, whereas the same figure, residual author- 
ization, to be available at the end of fiscal 1957 was $2,169 million. 

Status of military construction authorizations: In order that the 
committee may review the status of all military construction author- 
ization through fiscal years 1948 to date, the following summary is 
provided (all figures represent $1 million) : 























Army Navy Air | Total 
Force 
Total authorizations fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1957_-_- 4, 065 3,333 | 10, 882 18, 280 
Less authorization rescinded by sec. 204, Public Law 534, 82d 
Cong | 0 —17 | 0 —17 
Less authorization rescinded by title VI, Public Law 209, ‘83d | | 
Cong —271 —78 —399 —748 
Less authorization rescinded by sec. 302 (b), Public Law 534, 
83d Cong -. : dwt waste oa 0 0 —37 —37 
Less authorization repe: aled ‘by sec. 511, Publie Law 161, 84th 
Cong. —297 —190 —484 | —$71 
Less estimated authorization to be re pealed by sec. 410, Public 
Law 968, 84th Cong —61 —45 —200 —306 
Less total appropriations fiscal yes ar 1948 through fiscal year 1957_| —3, 048 —2, 745 —8, 239 —14, 032 
Residual authorization to be available at end fiscal year 1957-- - 388 258 1, 523 2, 169 
Additional new authorization proposed by fiscal year 1958 bill_- +323 +435 +803 | +1, 561 
Increases in prior years authorizations $ proposed by fiscal year 
1958 bill. __- mae \ Beckman bin’ +23 +43 +115 +181 
Total of fiscal year 1957 residual and proposed fiscal year 
1958 authorizations wcagive bentenbiadaaemeeiaeaalake 734 | = 2, 441 | 3, 911 
Less estimated authorization to be repealed by sec. 406 of fiscal 
year 1958 bill............. i —8 —10 50 —68 
Less estimated authorizations available for rescission as reported 
under provisions of sec. 408 (b), Public Law 564, 81st Cong__- —10 0 —10 
Less proposed fiscal year 1958 appropriation. . —362 —385 —1, 153 —1, 900 
—oSS=_|&b_SWC OX ——] ————SSS=S=_—b&b=_a=a=_——_ 
Residual authorization to be available at end fiscal year 1958. 354 341 1, 238 1,933 


Now, this tabulation illustrates that the amount of residual authori- 
zation available to nt three military departments is being steadily 
reduced each fiscal year. This means that each year the lowest prior- 
ity projects are limninated through the annual rescission of unfunded 
authorization over 5 years old. C onsequently, the balance of residual 
authorization left available is steadily being reviewed, and consists of 
both urgently needed projects, and other projects for which the re- 
quirement has changed due to revisions in missions and weapons. 

The military departments are each using part of their annual con- 
struction appropriations to assure continued progress on the most 
urgent of these residual projects. The balance of their annual appro- 
priation is applied to essential new authorizations. 

It. is necessary that a proper balance and control be maintained be- 
tween these two segments of the program, so that construction can 
satisfactorily proceed on both residual and new authorization, at a 
rate which is proper relationship to the funds the Defense Department 
can make available for military construction. 
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In order to achieve this, the amount of new authorization requested 
this year has been closely limited and consists mainly of additional 
increments on projects already underway, items required to SupeNe 
new weapons developments, and essential modernization of our bases 
It is intended to fund and utilize all of this new authorization during 
fiscal year 1958. 

Summary of the bill: In order to present to the committee in brief 
form the major program objectives which are proposed by this legisla- 
tion, a summary of the most important projects in each of the three 
titles is given, showing the amount and percentage of authorization 
devoted to each. A further analysis is also provided showing a sum- 
mation of the various categories of facilities for which authorization 
is requested in each of the three titles. 

The page following, you will note, is that summary of program ob- 
jectives contained in title I of the Army, which I think is self- -explana- 
tory. It is followed, on the next page, so that the total comprises the 
$323 million author ization request for the Army. 

The following page No. 8, I think, on your list there, is an analysis 
of the Army’s request by category type of facilities to be provided 
and the percentage and money allotted to each of those types. 

The Navy summary of program objectives follows, in summary form 
to that which I gave for the Army. And it amounts as you will see 
in total to $435,099,000. Also, the analysis of the category type of 
facilities for the Nav y is likewise made a part of the record summary. 

Similar charts or statements, summaries, are made with respect to 
the Air Force, totaling $802,914 ,000, and also the analysis of the type 
of facilities which have been requested by the Air Force. That winds 
up on page 16. 


Summary of program objectives contained in title I (Army) 


Percent 
$123,000,000 for construction of classified facilities required for Nike 
and other antiaircraft defense measures in both continental United 
I ee Aes peaeeten oases hee einen 38.1 
$48,000,000 for troop housing in the continental United States and over- 
seas areas, including $45 million for permanent barracks, messes, and 


administration and supply buildings, to accommodate 14,808 enlisted 

men, and permanent bachelor officers’ quarters spaces to accommodate 

360 officers. The remaining $3 million will provide 1,447 semiperma- 

nent barracks spaces and 34 bachelor officers’ quarters spaces at 

temporary installations in the continental United States and in over- 

nes SUPE TIE ou 2d 8 Sos ee os 14.9 
$21,000,000 for essential airfield and heliport facilities at major installa- 

tions throughout the United States and in overseas areas to support 

Su RINT IIRC OAR, ONO nian sesh pins ier pid nap eisai 6.5 
$13,000,000. for 415 units of family housing in the continental United 

States and overseas territories and possessions. One hundred and 

fifty of these units are required for officer personnel stationed at 

bases in Alaska, where housing needs cannot be fulfilled, because of 

area and cost limitations, under the provisions of the Capehart Act. 

Two hundred and fifty units will be at antiaircraft sites and 15 units 


at sites along the recently completed Alaska upemee os: 4.0 
$21,000,000 for a general supply depot and 3 storage facilities with mis- 
cellaneous support items along the line of communications in France_ 6.5 


$15,000,000 for research and development facilities in the continental 
United States, including $2.5 million laboratory at Dartmouth Univer- 
sity to support studies on Arctic construction problems; $7.5 million 
for research and development facilities at White Sands Proving 
Ground; and other research and development facilities at various 


a I EE aE SS EE a a, Ee Pe ae, ee eee eee ee 4.7 
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Summary of program objectives contained in title I (Army)—Continued 


$10,000,000 for improvements to troop housing and support facilities Percent 


in More@itin iit icieiin eile dll iieisienleeiaeasht bekab inibelens 3.0 
$28,000,000 for construction of classified facilities in the continental 
United States and in overseas areas........-.-~-~--L ue 8.8 


$4,000,000 for hospital and medical facilities to include a new 134 to 200 

bed hospital at Fort Lee, Va., estimated to cost $3,000,000; and other 

medical facilities, dental clinics and dispensaries.__.._........_..--.-~- 1,2 
$4,000,000 for community, welfare, and morale facilities in the United 

States and overseas areas to include commissaries, NCO clubs, officers’ 

open messes, chapels, post exchanges, enlisted men’s service clubs, 

theaters, ‘antl ‘librariowe 0310) Spaces ee ds let 1.2 
$1,000,000 for fee acquisition of 8 acres and easement over 428 acres at 

3 permanent installations, and fee acquisition of 933 areas and ease- 

ment over 722 acres at various Nike and other anti-aircraft instal- 

letione@ii 284 tie ose edt eee eee et Oe 3 
$35,000,000 for continuation of other essential programs to include train- 

ing facilities, administrative facilities ; covered, open and ammunition 

storage facilities, harbor and waterfront facilities; post-engineer 

facilities; field-maintenance shops; and utilities, to include electric- 

ity, water, heat, sewerage, roads and streets, railroads and ground im- 

ROTOR ceiistehicennsinsnicceptrnanviaiy init biaigaaiistihinasditidittieks Aime bibinitiiediin teahiaa 10.8 


Total; BURR 000 00GB Seed eileen al 100. 0 


Analysis of title I (Army) by category type of facilities to be provided 


{Dollar amounts in millions] 





Zone of | Percent | Overseas | Percent Total Percent 











Interior 
1. Operational and training. _........- iad $140. 1 43.3 $8.0 2.5 $148. 1 45.8 
2. Maintenance and production_........_- 27.6 8.6 5.3 1.6 32.9 10.2 
3. Research, development and test_......- 15.3 4.7 0 0 15.3 4.7 
4. Supply A ae IS PEO PP ee 2.1 aa 18.5 5.7 20. 6 6.4 
5. Hospital and medical-_-............-..- 3.9 1.2 ee Wadievinbin 4.0 13 
PO eee Se ee 1.7 -5 3.6 1.1 5.3 1.6 
7. Housing and community.............-- 50. 7 15.7 17.4 5.4 €8.1 21.1 
8. Utilities and ground improvements. - - . 17.3 5.4 10.7 3.3 28.0 8.7 
Pf hh ee ee Se hee ot ee 1.0 3 0 0 1.0 .3 
WI less ctenssaecccsacenaeanc 259.7| 80.4 | 63.6 | 19.6 | 323.3 100. 0 
Summary of program objectives contained in title II (Navy) 
Percent 


$71,506,000 for additional shore facilities necessary to support fleet and 

marine aviation units, including $10.5 million at 2 continental and 2 

overseas carrier aircraft support bases; $30.6 million for the initial 

construction phase at the new naval air station, Lemoore, Calif. ; 

$15.6 million at 3 continental United States Marine air stations; and 

$14.8 million for new P6M seaplane facilities at NAS Hertford, N. C., 

and NAT South San Diero Bay. Caltt..< ono 3 oe ee ee, 16. 5 
$55,141,000 for a program to improve aircraft flight safety at existing 

naval shore stations by extending runway lengths for carrier jet air 

craft, improving navigational aids at 14 continental and 3 overseas 

bases ; and installing the new optical landing systems at 14 continental 

REN S OV ROU a a isl cs hs kd ate enter hacking ntatiten 12, 
$46,140,000 for facilities to support the Navy program for training of 

individuals and specialists prior to their assignment to air, fleet, or 

other units. This includes $9.8 million at 5 Marine training centers, 

and $11 million at 2 naval training centers, and the Academy; $25.8 

million at 7 bases for basic and advanced training of naval aviators___ 10. 6 


~ 


86066—57—No. 36——-3 
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Summary of program objectives contained in title II (Navy)—Continued 


$43,740,000 for new and improved waterfront facilities necessary to sup- 
port the Forrestal-type carriers, modified cruisers, Nautilus, and other 
new type submarines at continental and overseas bases, including $25.4 
million for new drydock at Naval Shipyard, Puget Sound, Wash. ; $7.8 
million for a carrier pier at naval base, Norfolk, Va.; $3 million for 
pier and dredging at submarine base, New London, Conn.; and $7.5 
million for pierside utilities and wharfage at naval shipyards, Brook- Percent 


ben een ire TROP Bok ik i hi kn eh eal 10. 0 
$28,595,000 for classified weapons research and development programs 
includiue missile: development. 2.2.05. 220 oo 3 pe te 6. 5 


$24,810,000 for additional facilities necessary in the development of 2 
bases which support naval fleet units training with guided missiles. 
These bases are naval auxiliary landing field, San Clemente Island, 


Calif., and naval air station, Roosevelt Roads____-___-._---------_- 5.7 
$15,645,000 for family housing at naval station, Adak, Alaska ; and naval 

station, Argentia, Newfoundland_______-_____-__-_____-__----_-~~- 3.6 
$16,202,000 for 7,494 barracks spaces for enlisted men at 7 continents ul 

mane @ cumin imate. oa ae as cele ae. nc deen 3.8 


$15,113,000 for additional facilities at 7 existing continental and 5 
overseas installations for storage and processing of improved weapons 
and missiles necessary to support fleet units__..........________--__ 3.5 

$13,902,000 for construction of essential radio communication ‘facilities é 

$6,089,000 for 590 bachelor officers quarters spaces at 5 continental and 
I rained Ce SE RES 1.4 

$98,116,000 for facilities supporting other essentiz il progr: ims for ¥ various 
projects including medical, communications and storage, and other 
miscellaneous essential requirements for supporting facilities_.__..__- 22. 5 


Rn Oe PIR cee ge eneermee lacie 100. 0 


Analysis of title II (Navy) by category type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions] 





i 


| Zone of Percent | Overseas; Percent | Total 





; | Percent 

Interior | | 
oe ek A gs | Aig * Sat Sere eore a Yee a 

: re | 
1, Operational and training- $151. 2 | 34.7 $48. 1 11.1} $199.3 | 45.8 
2. Maintenance and production... 59. 6 | 13.7 | 5.5 1.3 65.1 5.0 
3. Research development and test - 37.4 |} 8.6 37.4 86 
4. Supply--- 8.0 | 1.8 5.2 1.2 13. 2 3.0 
5. Hospital and medical_- 1.3 | 3 1.0 2 2.3 5 
6. Administrative-___- 2.3 | 5 2.3 8 
7. Housing and community-- | 24.1 | 5.6 34.1 | 7.9 58.2 13.5 
8. Utilities and ground improvement. _- 36.9 8.5 12.4 2.8 19.3 11.3 
9. Real estate................. ; 5.9 1.3 2.1 5 8.0 1.8 
ne en cua eneirn need 326.7 7 75.0 108. 4 25. 0 435.1 | 100. 0 

Summary of program objectives contained in title III (Air Force) 
Percent 


$140,087,000 for facilities at bases in the United States required for the 
dispersal of Strategic Air Command units, and the continued build-up of 
the ZI dispersal bases for which construction was authorized in the 


fiscal year 1957 program____-_____ ileaprindhlas cel oh Satterlee 17.5 
$70,000,000 for the further extension of the DE Ww DB ay soil 8, 7 
$67,219,000 for additional operational, maintenance and tr aining fi 6 itities 

for the various other airbases which are not included in the SAC dis- 

persal concept_-__- . . nse San seit 8.4 
$22,259,000 for researc oh and de velopme nt fac ilities at various bases world- 

aimee it dieniinasiaiti a iheiteeedtnin ceeds lorcet tataenting - 2.8 


3,244,000 for construction of technical, oper: ition: il, personne »] ‘and train- 
ing facilities in support of new weapons systems, including ballistics 
missiles. 

$59,166,000 for additional housing and messing facilities, including new 
dormitories for 12,483 airmen and new BOQ’s for 2,379 officers, $19,110,- 
000 of which constitutes replacement of substandard World War II 
housing and messing facilities eddies dupiapiaichie si 7.4 
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Summary of program objectives contained in title III (Air Force)—Continued 


$48,178,000 for construction of necessary facilities in support of the Percent 
BOMARC missile at various locations in continental United States... 6.0 

$35,023,000 for construction of facilities required to assemble, store and 
check-out rocket weapons used by fighter aircraft, including fee pur- 


chase and restrictive easement land requirements____.___-_--_------ 4.4 
$26,302,000 for the construction of 1,507 family housing units within the 
Dnlted Stateless sien cndsiconnimsecusidaslineanlehau aie bese 3.3 


$21,341,000 for continuance of operations in connection with the construc- 
tion of the Air Force Academy, including an airfield and aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, a chapel, and a hospital___._._.__.______-_-------_--_. 2. 
$21,005,000 for the construction of operational, training and maintenance 
facilities required specifically to modernize B-36 bases to accommodate 


~ 


the B52 and BO-185 airere tas hd sme enh edt beret retertbbeednnl 2.6 
$6,412,000 for the construction of hospital and medical facilities (in addi- 
tion to the Air Force Academy Hespital) ..h< cscs meeccnenetnannes 0.8 


$16,326,000 for the expansion of the runway systems in support of the 
flying training program, including the construction of new runways at 
two auxiliary fields and necessary land acquisitions__.............. _ 2.0 
$12,235,000 for additional facilities and utilities projects required in sup- 


DOT: 0c ACSW SCATIONS WOTIG-WIGC..26 55. ede eee ane cba iaule 1.5 
$10,937,000 for the construction of necessary facilities in support of the 
SR TIRIIR EY IIRRIEEO (ONO oe ee eae ee 1.4 
$10,088,000 for the modernization of facilities at AMC depots__.._____- 1.3 
$9,214,000 for additional facilities required for air bases in Spain... 1.1 
$4,583,000 for the electrification of ADC hangars and apron areas to op- 
erate equipment in support of Century series fighter aircraft in con- 
Cindutal ited Wtatesio oe eee LEU eo Os BL LE 0.6 
$4,701,000 for the continued construction of Clobecom facilities in support 
of the world-wide communications system ....-..-..-.-_.-----.--- 0.6 
$152,594,000 for facilities supporting other essential programs at ZI and 
overseas bases, including utilities items, administrative facilities, com- 
munity facilties, land items and classified projects_..........._.____ 18.8 
OGRE, Fee Oa theese capsd cise emg diincseh ee ataivccln weit 100. 0 


Analysis of title III (Air Force) by category type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions] 





























| 
Zone of | Percent Overasns | Percent | Total Percent 
Interior | | 
| | 

1. Operational! and training babéecned $302. 9 37.7 $155. 5 | 19.4 | $458. 1 57.1 
2. Maintenance and production__- . 41.6 5.2 5.5 ‘a 47.1 5.9 
3. Research, development and test... __- 18. 2 2.3 | 4.0 5 22. 2 2.8 
4. Supply-. Rs 56.3 | 7.1 | 6.6 | 8 62.9 7.9 
5. Hospital and medical...------------ 8.5 | ia 1.5 | 2 10.3 1.3 
6. Administrative. 4 5.1 | .6 0.9 | 1 6.0 7 
7. Housing and community. , 95.8 | 11.9 45.3 5.5 141.1 17.4 
8. Utilities and ground improv ements __ | 32.6 4.1 9.1 | 1.1 41.7 5.2 
© SS Ce istcectecennacnas : 13.3 Lz OB dana aie 13. 5 1.7 
RAB rin spurlaseeinapse prtsgemee—bee | 574.3} 71.7) 2286] 283 | 802. 9 100, 0 











Now as to the matter, specific matter, of real estate. The real 
property under military control—may I interject here at this point, 
Mr. Chairman, that I share with your expressed concern over the 
necessity of limiting very strictly and to the minimum our acquisition 
of real property. Not only from the public domain, but, of course, 
also from the standpoint of its removal from the tax rolls fee property 
which is purchased. And I believe that you will note at the conclusion 
of our statement here that we have been circumspect in that regard, 
and I will explain these apparently large amounts to which you refer. 
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The real property under military control includes property owned, 
leased, used by permit, easement, and various occupancy rights (for- 
eign-base agreements). As of June 30, 1956, the military depart- 
ments controlled approximately 33.6 million acres of land throughout 
the world. This land, together with the improvements, had an orig- 
inal cost to the United States of $22.9 billion. 

The real estate under military control may be grouped as follows: 
27.1 million acres in the United States, together with improvements 
thereon, having an origina] cost of $18.2 billion; 3.9 million acres in 
the Territories and possessions, together with the improvements 
thereon, having an original cost of $2.5 billion; and 2.6 million acres 
in foreign countries together with the improvements thereon having 
an original cost of $2.2 billion. 

The real property under military control in the United States con- 
sists of the following: 


Acres 
I ed sel ian dn ec ameecicvepn maa apin narentonmgrinas 7, 415, 936 
I i a a i eB Sioa in Gv eneanes or vergeneosn eer sberereneney areca 14, 978, 035 
a IE eae ie a Ae hits aatemgregadberernsiantaijeasqureseomarennanaheinaeet 2, 758, 146 
rsh i die a ese a etn os Rte pedo casa penne ap eesonet 1, 866, 496 
Se a ins aR es che di clan dicen setts esenechdnien tes engi enge-eapsecenansie-papruneren 62, 836 
I Nl A eR EO ll chai chndinenrieeenip tie aapenerenniayen samen anenien 27, 081, 449 


Attention is invited to the fact that over half of the land under mili- 
tary control is public-domain land that has never been on the tax 
rolls. Only 7,415,936 acres of land under military contro] have been 
removed from the tax rolls in the United States. 

The 27.1 million acres under military control in the United States 
is approximately 1.4 percent of the total land area in the United 
States. 

As a matter of comparison, the United States Government owns 
409.5 million acres of land in the United States or 21.5 percent of 
the total land area in the United States. 

Now I have a summary following showing the land acquired and 
disposed of by each military department during the past 10 fiscal 

ears. 

Without going into detail, I wish you would note that the total 
shows that during that period fee and lessor interests acquired by 
the 3 military departments amounted to 1,154,369 acres. During that 
same period, we disposed of 2,278,440. And similarly, with respect 
to public lands, we acquired 3,785,342 acres and disposed during that 
same period of 6,221,497 acres. 

Now this indicates that large areas of land formerly under military 
control have been disposed of, and I wish to assure your committee 
that the Department of Defense is increasing its efforts to dispose of 
the maximum practicable amount of property. 

The real property management directorate of my office has estab- 
lished a program which should result in substantial savings through 
reduction in direct defense expenditures for management and upkeep 
of real property not needed, not used, and not presently subject to 
local taxation or available to meet expansion requirements brought 
on by reason of growth of the community in which located. A sound 
base has been established for evaluating the merits of military de- 
partments’ requests for additional acquisitions; and criteria has been 
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developed for the purpone of assuring joint utilization of the real 
property under military control whenever such use is feasible from 
an economic and military approach, 

At the same time, I am sure your committee is aware of the fact 
that new weapons systems and the new concepts for their use have 
made it necessary to acquire additional acreage. For example, 50,000 
acres would have provided an adequate oniien range 15 years ago; 
however, the present range requirements for rockets, guided missiles, 
and similar weapons are now measured in millions of acres. 

Similarly, the old 5,000-foot runways for propeller-type aircraft 
have now been extended to 12,000 feet in order to accommodate new 
jet aircraft. From the foregoing, it is obvious that the military de- 
partments will continue in the future to have some additional require- 
ments for land acquisition. Meanwhile, however, continued efforts 
will be made to dispose of all property for which a need is not fore- 
seen. 

The original submission from the military departments requested 
$92 million for land acquisition. This was reduced to $22.3 million, 
the amount requested in the present bill, as a result of the reviews con- 
ducted by the Department of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget. 
A summary of i real-estate acquisitions proposed in titles I, II, 
and III of the bill is shown in the following tabulation: 

I will not trouble to read that. 


(Dollar amounts in thousands] 











Fee acquisi- Fee cost Easement Easement Total cost 
tion acquisition t 
Rok sccnce Seeenaintinaaaieda 941 75 1, 200 $310 $1, 285 
I as ci cncncstsbdiabedacabuhs 25, 281 6, 084 4, 395 652 6, 736 
FE Sk Sith dacemeindandme 9, 198 5, 502 25, 924 8, 783 14, 285 
Nis chcinnessciscnmcdées 35, 420 12, 561 31, 519 9, 745 22, 306 


But in consonance with the chairman’s remarks, I would like to 
state that the fee acquisition requested by the Navy Department is 
substantially in connection with a realinement of the runways at 
ates It takes up 16,000 of the 25,000 plus acres referred to in 

ere. 

The balance of the acreage is very largely land acquired in order 
to — and extend runways because of the requirements of the 
jet craft. 

That also applies very largely—that latter reason applies very 
largely to the requirements for additional lands in the case of the 
Air Force and the Army. 

We have in those instances, Mr. Chairman, little option. Where we 
can, by the acquisition of land, maintain an existing base, where the 
runways must be extended, it is cheaper to acquire additional land 
there than to try to build a new base. 

One of the deterrents in our efforts on disposition of real propert 
is the lack of assurance that the necessary replacement property will 
be obtained. To correct this situation, the Department of Defense 
is considering a plan for authorizing disposition of high-priced real 
property and use of part of the proceeds of sale for ee expensive 
replacement property. 
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There are many military installations, originally sited in suburban 
areas, that are now partially or completely surrounded by urban de- 
velopment. The dollar value of these Government holdings has multi- 
plied; but, simultaneously, the potential use by the military depart- 
ment concerned has been lessened and necessary expansion almost 
completely prohibited. 

Acquisition of substitute property in such cases would permit: (1) 
more advantageous siting on low-cost lands, (2) substantial benefits 
to both civil and military interests, and ( 3) reasonable assurance of 
room for expansion in event of mobilization. If and when such au- 
thorization is obtained, it will permit concurrent arrangements to 
be made for acquisition and disposal. 

These plans are not yet formalized, Mr. Chairman, but I hope to 
have them available for discussion of the committee as soon as possible. 

A plan is also being considered which will permit the sale of non- 
excess industrial plants in cases where the production of such plants 
can be assured by inclusion of the necessary conditions in the instru- 
ment of conveyance. This will permit sale of many plants that are 
now producing end items for the defense program. 

The production in many of the plants is a small percentage of the 
total production capacity of such plants. Needless to say, the sale 
of such plants will make them available for civilian production and 
return them to the local tax rolls. 

New bases: The utilization of new weapons and the assignment of 
new missions requires that certain new bases be provided, and a list, 
of those in continental United States is shown below. In addition to 
this, other new bases which are necessary to support certain classified 
activities are also included in this bill. Details on this latter type of 
new bases can be given during subsequent closed sessions. 

Now, you will note in the list of new bases the Army Cold Regions 
Laborator y at Hanover, N. H., research and development which, if 
you wish, I will give you more information about. But as to the 
Air Force so-called new bases at Molette Auxiliary Field at Orville, 
Ala., and at Meadow, Tex., I would say these are not, strictly speak- 
ing, bases. 

They are auxiliary fields and are not equipped by personnel. The 
runway and the taxiway are the only construction requirements. 











Department | Name of new base Location | Purpose 
: - a —r ocsihiiceenclieddibiailieiliditiettcs 
BITE cciiinsssice Cold Regions Laboratory...| Hanover, N. H....| Research and dovelhuness, 
Air Force_....--. Molette Auxiliary field......| Orville, Ala_ Auxiliary field for Craig AFB. 
Air Force_...... Auxiliary field. ...--.. Ease. Meadow, Tex-- ab Auxiliary field for Reese AFB. 


Nore.—The two Air Force auxiliary fields in this tabulation are for flight training aba ini: Strictly 
speaking, they are not “‘bases’’ as they are not occupied by personnel. A runway and a taxiway are the 
only construction which they require. 

Now, the very difficult and pressing problem of family housing. 
Continued progress has been made during the past year in reducing 
the military family housing shortage, both in the United States and 
overseas. Based on the present authorized military strength, the 
current requirements, assets, and deficits are shown in the tables in- 
cluded in the attached chart No. 1, page 1456. For military person- 
nel entitled to receive quarters allowances under permanent legisla- 
tion, these data are summarized as follows; that is, as indicated on 


page 21 before you: 
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Army Navy Air Force Total 
Gieebreqmireaiiiits. — =... - 24.66.5560. 055--22- 245, 498 173, 797 274, 600 693, 895 
Adequate existing housing _ at ee Re 150, 029 97, 180 153, 485 400, 694 
IRD lcaicuicasocdeninnciinineutiecn ava 95, 469 76, 617 121, 115 293, 201 
Programed housing._............-...----------| 22, 424 c a) 636 | Rad 49, ‘817, 4, 927 
ee ae teen ee snaeb eon ane 73, 045 53, 931 71, 298 198, 274 
EEE WIN i cc nenc.ctindaliaodnnsudannadbinn 57, 147 47, 645 36, 653 141, 445 


VOI Sas Sis Fak ci we detnocdcavedses | 15, 898 6, 286 34, 645 56, 829 


It will be noted that the above figures do not take into consideration 
the requirements of enlisted personnel of the lower pay grades. The 
Department of Defense does not favor an across-the-board program 
to meet the family housing requirements of the lower pay grades at 
this time. 

It is believed that first attention should be given to meeting the 
needs of “career-motivated” personnel of the officer and u yper en- 
listed grades. Moreover, if family housing is provided for the lower 
pay-grade group, a natural concomitant would be to provide for trans- 
portation of dependents and household goods, in the United States 
and overseas. 

The costs of the additional transportation and support facilities— 
above and beyond the cost of the housing—could exceed any reason- 
able forecast of funds to be made available, without any direct im- 
pact on the morale or well-being of the career personnel whose reten- 
tion is of primary importance. 

Furthermore, troop housing—barracks—now in being or pro- 
gramed for construction might become surplus due to nonoccupancy 
by the personnel for whom it is intended. 

A gradual approach to the provision of housing for the lower pay- 
grade enlisted personnel is also motivated by the desire of the Depart- 
ment of Defense to maintain safety factors as a precaution against 
overbuilding. 

In other words, after projects currently planned to meet the needs 
of officers and the upper enlisted groups have been built, it will be 
possible to assess more precisely how much additional construction 

can be scheduled to meet the balance of the military requirement 
without harmful impact on the local communities. 

Although it is the policy of the Department of Defense to utilize 
wherever possible the provisions of title VIII of the National Hous- 
ing Act in meeting its family housing needs, it is necessary in the 
case of certain installations to obtain family housing by means of 
military-construction procedures. A summary of this type author- 
ization proposed in titles I, II, and III of this bill is given in the 

tabulation below. 

I believe the numbers are self-explanatory. The reasons I will 
give later. 








1450 














Military departments and installation Units Amount 
Ne 0 on OS OS alan censonescubuccoecdscese 2, 381 $54, 572, 000 
a res ie eiciests sl cantare 1, 607 28, 038, 000 
DEA AG tone oe tile 2 i SL Gh. cckbewenccinosswncthwitine 774 26, 534, 000 
ee en eeemmermecene 415 | 12,625,000 
er aeebasscnwannne 100 1, 736, 000 
I ko A Re a sl semeeeesgucnundnnds 315 10, 889, 000 
is coskeses ~ 450 | 15, 645, 000 
Neen eT TT nnn ence cee nen ee Loeb eennnpmnecpeeamnnd 0 0 
CL LGh se ARR tat se a cate ddees 459 15, 645, 000 
peers a SOs 0) eos a lea] [1,807 26, 302, 000 








In order to provide information on the status of the family housing 
previously authorized by this committee in Public Laws 765 of the 
83d Congress, 161 of the 84th Congress, and 968 of the 84th Congress, 
I have provided a summary which is, I believe, self-explanatory. 
Further details concerning the individual projects are given in the 
chart attached, No. 2, page 1460. 

















Units Amount 

Authorized by Public Law 765, 88d Cong., and Public Laws 161 and 968 
I tn 8 oi eiinslislednaukdedaceibibeteecesntwddisetabubunncd 35, 672 $501, 294, 900 
Nee ee eee ee een eee oe pbb weecsonseemweheees 10, 422 149, 276, 000 
a a ot is eaeboddgiadqusoudiadcases 5,010 83, 540, 600 
Es tnlenl Ah deteahsaiereubusdainentnakedectenetdecenamartsmpae 20,240 | 268, 478, 300 
Appropriated by Public Law 663, 834 Cong., and Public Laws2i9 and 98| = | | 
it. tot th Soa opted asebbabeseeccssshebsctewkuvabhses 34, 397 | 484, 415, 600 
the niin nah e Came onaw iene om . ‘ sneha 10, 322 147, 926, 000 
ital atdabidatbaddbuncabbebeiad SRL eee. 4,918 | 82, 266, 900 
a smaewaeioich Sie aaliscacca a 19, 157 | 254, 222, 700 





Construction progress on this family housing on January 31, 1957, 
was as follows: 









































bi c 3 —_— a 
| Author- |Completed| Under Canceled 
ized orunder | design or 
contract | deferred 

‘et “| r “J ee. ree ae 
All Departments._.-...-..- Se ee in cu ehen ene 35, 672 | 15, 306 | 2, 360 18, 006 
hs eee segreengne campeamemaiennel 
oe | 26, 990 | 9, 918 1, 572 15, 500 
SPL S fod. Ohi daadbtondebdnuwedidase aun 8, 682 5, 388 | 788 2, 506 
Be Fee ka Nk eh BAe J pibi 10, 422 2 6,033 | 337| «4,052 
neni oo 2023. es Ba 9, 421 | 5, 747 | 209 3, 465 
SPUR AL cohen ce ecddaehonewtdesddcs a .| 1,001 | 286 | 128 | 587 
et ee a acd 5,010| 3,253] 0| + 1,787 
United States_....... Dc ol teh : 1,801 | 1,113 0 | 688 
SER 3, 209 2,140 0 | 1, 069 

ta aaa Ee a SO ..---| 20,240 6,020; —- 2,028 | ‘12, 197 

ied meget ee 

ae senate 15, 768 3, 058 | 1, 363 | 11, 347 

tag nicid: cia cacieber nee tie nn senccemntade 4, 472 2, 962 | 660 | 850 
| 
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Now, as to the status of Capehart housing program, although our 
title VIII housing program is not a part of the military construction 
bill now under consideration, I believe that your committee will be 
interested in its status, jn view of the extreme importance of this 
program in relation to the overall Department of Defense housing 
needs, 

Therefore, the following tabulation is furnished showing the status 
of the 93,796 units—231 projects—of new title VIII housng which 
had been approved by the Department of Defense as of April 15, 
1957. Further details on this program are provided in chart 3, 
page 1469. 











Total Army Navy Air Force 
Approved by ASD (P and I) .-.-.---------.---- 93, 796 27, 832 21, 314 44, 650 
Fe OME sete cease doe do loccdaskeuacebboed 64, 915 12, 757 20, 719 31, 439 
Being advertised__._..__- Aatpgaanbe aenubened 4, 547 2, 147 0 2, 400 
Bidder accepted -__- d shat neaeceee 8, 068 4, 078 160 3, 830 
Cee Oa esi es ck ccl. clea 16, 266 8, 850 435 6, 981 
PUN be bi cedwccues secu adeabicdalaldee 4, 558 1, 899 0 2, 659 
Ct il a tas an cart cere ateiateaaiendll 11, 708 6, 951 435 4, 322 
Total cost of units: 
Under contract...............-...--......-.] $245, 080,949 | $134, 730, 972 $7, 183, 807 | $103, 166,170 
SVE oes dod cc dckdehalk. cube <dgtth 15, 067 15, 224 5, 515 14, 778 
Mortgage proceeds - - 235, 826, 690 129, 074, 170 6, 847, 200 99, 905, 320 
Average.......... laens espace cite 14, 498 14, 585 15, 741 14, 311 
RN. 5 LS) 5d doses tsa deeb -Ghddéé baad 63, 071, 115 26, 793, 515 0 36, 277, 600 
a 102, 280, 655 6, 847, 200 63, 627, 720 
Appropriated funds... ............-......-iJ.-- 9, 254, 259 5, 656, 802 336, 607 3, 260, 850 
I Nice cunpimeneehe vitor ee 569 639 774 467 





Of projects presently under contract, average mortgages range 
from $12,713 at Blytheville Air Force Base in Arkansas—360 units— 
to $16,406 at Fort Lawton, Wash.—66 units. 

The overall average mortgage for such projects is $14,498 per unit, 
as shown above. It will also be seen that an average of $569 per unit 
of appropriated funds has been spent for site acquisition and off-site 
utilities, pursuant to authorization contained in section 505, Public 
Law 155, 82d Congress. Thus the overall average total cost for units 
now under contract is $15,067. 

As the above chart also shows, the bulk of the commitments for 
long-term mortgage financing has been made by the Federal National 
Mortgage Assoication, pursuant to an existing $200 million statutory 
authorization.. Unless the builders for projects with FNMA com- 
mitments find private placements prior to completion of construction, 
FNMA must buy the mortgages with Government funds pursuant to 
its advance purchase commitment. 

This condition is due to the recent tightness of the private money 
market. Although Capehart 4-percent mortgages were extremely 
marketable a year ago—few private placements have been made in 
recent months. 

I may interpolate there to say I believe it can be demonstrated that 
the situation is bettering, and rapidly. 

The present FNMA purchase authority is now virtually exhausted; 
a balance of only $153,000 remains uncommitted. 

Nevertheless, the Department of Defense has been extremely re- 
luctant to recommend a substantial increase in FNMA purchase au- 
thority, because the fundamental concept of the title VIII program 
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is that it is a method for building military family housing with 
private capital. The FNMA purchase authority was originally in- 
tended only for emergency use, to tide the pro en through periods 
of temporary tightness in the private money mark 

Recently in testimony before the Housing Sattscdidnai thes of the 
House and Senate Banking and Currency Committees, the Depart- 
ment of Defense has requested a $100 million i increase in the present 
FNMA purchase authority. This limited increase would permit us 
to go forward with the most urgently needed of the Capehart projects 
during the next few months; and it is anticipated that by autumn 
private funds should again become available at acceptable prices. In 
the meantime, it has been necessary to rescreen presently approved 

rojects, in order to establish a priority system for the use of available 

overnment funds. 

In this connection, bidding and contracting under the Capehart 
eee was recently suspended, pending a rescreening of approved 

ojects in order to establish a priority system for the use of funds, 
aon to defer certain less urgent projects or portions thereof. The 
suspension has now been lifted, and the rescreening has been sub- 
stantially completed. It is expected that as many as 7,500 units of 
the presently approved 93,796 units may be deferred or canceled. 

In order to limit rate of advertising to the absorptive capacity of 
the private financial market, instructions have been issued to the mili- 
tary departments which stipulate that projects aggregating not more 
than 17,000 units—6,000 for Army; 3,000 for Navy, and 8,000 for 
Air Force—may be in the advertised-but-not-under-construction cate- 
gory at any one time. 

New projects will be placed in this 17,000-unit pool only as projects 
with an equivalent number of units are financed and put under 
construction. 

Under this control plan, projects will move from advertising into 
the construction stage as rapidly as private funds are obtained for 
financing construction. Any additional Federal funds which may 
become available for financing through FNMA will be allocated for 
urgently needed projects which cannot be held up pending the avail- 
ability of private financing. 


OVERSEAS FAMILY HOUSING 


I am happy to report gratifying progress, in my opinion, has been 
made in our overseas family housing programs, particularly in the 
United Kingdom, France, and Japan, where our requirements are 

eatest. 

In the United Kingdom, construction is nearly complete on a group 
of 1,481 houses placed under contract in January 1956. Approval has 
been given to a second increment of 960 houses and related community 
facilities on which design is nearly complete. Bids will be invited on 
this project soon, and construction should begin this summer. 

The $15 million cost of the first project and the estimated $12 million 
cost of the second are being paid from the proceeds of sales of surplus 
tobacco to the United Wineiaes under Public Law 480, 83d Congress. 
Under our arrangements with the United Kingdom, these houses will 
remain available to us at a nominal rental—£1 per year per house—as 
long as our forces remain in the United Kingdom. 
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Since no substantial sales of surplus agricultural products to France 
under Public Law 480 have been p ible, a barter type of transac- 
tion was developed with the assistance of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation to finance the estimated $50 million cost of construction 
of the needed houses. 

After this transaction was developed, and defined in a memorandum 
of agreement between the Department of Defense and the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, proposals were invited in Paris from interested 
teams of French builders and American commodity dealers. These 
proposals embodied both design competition and price competition, 
with the understanding that the winning proposal would become the 
basis for a negotiated contract for approximately 2,800 houses at 16 
locations in France. 

The winning bidder has been notified of his selection, and final nego- 
tiations are complete except for detailed pricing of utilities construc- 
tion. It is expected that the contract will be signed this month and 
that construction will begin immediately. 

There remains a substantial deficit of adequate housing in France, 
based on the most conservative estimates of future strength. We will 
consider additional construction to meet that deficit after the present 
project is well underway. 

In Japan, the local currency equivalent of $17 million has been 
made available to pay the cost of constructing 1,700 units of housing 
at various Army, Navy, and Air Force locations. Approximately 
700 of these units have already been placed under contract. Bids have 
been taken on the remainder, and contract awards are being made this 
month, . 

In addition to these major projects, there are active or planned pro- 
grams in the following countries: 

Spain: 1,581 units of rental guaranty housing now under construc- 
= 426 units of surplus commodity housing approved and under 

esign. 

Morocco: 500 units of prefabricated housing, manufactured in 
Austria, are being purchased with Austrian schillings obtained from 
the sale of surplus agricultural commodities. Erection costs in Mo- 
rocco will be paid partly with schillings and partly with dollars. 

Italy: Approval has been given to the construction of 616 units 
of housing to serve American personnel at four locations in Italy. 
Cost will be paid from the lira proceeds of surplus agricultural com- 
modity sales. 

Bermuda and the Philippines: 600 houses in Bermuda and 1,100 
houses in the Philippines are to be built under programs proposed by 
the Department of the Air Force and approved by the Department of 
Defense. F 

It is planned that the costs of these two programs will be paid with 
foreign currencies obtained through a barter type of transaction simi- 
lar to the one being used in France. Discussions with the Commodity 
Credit Corporation on these transactions have already begun, and 
will 2 carried forward as soon as the French contract has been 
signed. 

Increase in prior years’ authorization, to which the chairman 
referred. 

Due primarily to the general rise in building costs, the amount pre- 
viously authorized for certain projects is now insufficient for their 
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completion, For this reason, the increase in prior years’ authorization 
acts which are outlined in titles I, II and III of this bill are necessary. 

The total of this deficiency authorization amounts to $23,489,000 in 
title I, $42,605,000 in title II, and $114,962,000 in title III. 

Other factors, in addition to the overall rise in construction costs, 
have also contributed to this situation. These include change from 
the light airfield pavement previously authorized to the heavier type 
now required to support heavy bombers at our dispersed fields; unex- 
pected increases in construction costs in Arctic areas where little ex- 
perience was available on which to accurately base our estimates; and 
unusual field conditions encountered at some sites. 

General provisions: These follow the pattern established in prior 
military construction acts, and a description of each is outlined below. 

Sections 401 through 405 repeat similar provisions in Public Law 
968, 84th Congress. 

Section 406 of Public Law 968, 84th Congress, which authorizes 
land acquisition projects not exceeding $5,000, would be repealed by 
this proposed new section 406, and a new limit of $25,000 would be 
authorized for each land acquisition project. 

This new higher limitation is desirable in order to better carry out 
the original intent of section 406, Public Law 968, of the 84th Con- 
gress, which was to expedite the handling of small real-estate acquisi- 
tion projects, and to reduce the formalities and expense involved in 
these small transactions. 

Moreover, this new $25,000 limitation is desirable in order to 
achieve consistency with title VI, Public Law 155, 82d Congress, 
which requires a review by the Armed Services Committees of real- 
estate acquisitions only if over $25,000. 

Section 407 advances for 1 year the general rescission provision now 
found in section 410 of Public Law 968, 84th Congress. This con- 
tinues in effect the established policy of repealing long-standing mili- 
tary construction authorizations that have not been used by the mili- 
tary departments. Asa result, after July 1, 1958, only those authori- 
zations, with certain specified exceptions, which are contained in pub- 
lic laws enacted subsequent to August 7, 1953, would continue to be 
available. 

Section 408 would extend the leasing authority for housing at tacti- 
cal installations for 1 more year—fiscal year 1959—and increase that 
authority from 3,000 units, as provided in Public Law 968, 84th 
Congress, to a new total of 5,000 units, so that Nike and antiaircraft 
gun-site housing requirements may be met by utilizing existing pri- 
vate housing to the greatest possible extent, thereby reducing the 
necessity for construction of military quarters. 

Section 409 would make the current statutory floor area limitations 
applicable to all housing authorized for construction with appropri- 
ated funds, by repealing the more restrictive limitations which ap- 
plied to those units authorized under Public Law 765, 83d Congress. 

Section 410 would permit up to 15 percent of enlisted men’s quar- 
ters—those with 4 bedrooms—to have total floor area not to exceed 
1,250 square feet. The limitations on other units would remain un- 
changed. 

The military departments have stated that more than one-sixth of 
married enlisted men in the upper grades—E-7 through E-4 with 7 
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or more years’ service—have families of the size and composition 
requiring four-bedroom units. Experience has demonstrated that an 
adequate four-bedroom unit requires at least 1,200 to 1,250 square 
feet of net floor area. 

Section 411 would provide for a minor language change in Public 
Law 968 to restrict the applicability of this section to construction 
contracts under the Capehart program, and to purchase contracts un- 
der the Wherry acquisition program, that is, to housing construction 
of acquisition contracts developed under legislation not originating in 
the Armed Services Committees. 

It seeks to eliminate reporting under this provision of housing au- 
thorized by military construction acts, because such housing has al- 
ready been justified to the Armed Services Committees prior to 
authorization. It further proposes a reduction in the time period 
from 180 to 15 days. 

Section 412 would further amend section 407 of Public Law 765, 
83d Congress, surplus commodity program, to assure that housing 
allotments otherwise paid to or rental charges collected from civilian 
personnel will be available for payments to the Commodity Credit 
Corporation when such personnel occupy housing constructed under 
this program. 

Cost limitations: The language of the general provisions of this 
bill does not include limitations of unit costs of barracks, warehouses, 
bachelor officers’ quarters, and cold storage facilities. These cate- 
gories of facilities represent only 6 percent of the total new authoriza- 
tion being requested in this bill. 

All projects are administratively controlled by careful reviews in 
my office not only before inclusion in authorization and appropriation 
programs, but also at the time of apportionment of funds. This is 
effected by the use of sound standards of design and construction, by 
checking cost reports that are submitted to my office on contract awards 
for military construction and by observing cost trends as reported 
by authoritative engineering publications. 

Arbitrary cost limitations are unsatisfactory because they do not 
take into account varying economic conditions and labor rates, geo- 
graphical location and site conditions. We therefore recommend that 
the cost limitations be not included in the bill, relying on administra- 
tive control of costs through standards of design and construction, and 
continuing reviews of program items and cost estimates, 

In closing, I should like to inform the committee that this proposed 
legislation has been reviewed by the Director of the Budget who states 
that there is no objection to its submission to the Congress and that 
it is in accord with the program of the President. The Secretary of 
Defense recommends its enactment. : 

I appreciate the privilege of meeting with you here, and it is my 
wish, together with the departmental representatives who will also 
appear before you, to provide this committee with any information 


it desires in connection with its consideration of this legislation. 
" 
Thank you. 
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(The tables referred to follow :) 


CHART No. 1. ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, PROPERTIES AND INSTALLATIONS 


Family housing requirements, assets, and deficits for personnel in the armed 
services as of Mar. 25, 1957 














Worldwide | Continental | Overseas 
total | United States| 
‘ : i : ryt n aoe 

Requirements for personnel entitled to quarters !..........-- 693, 895 | 509, 537 | 184, 358 
ME te ee rere eS ed oes 245, 498 | 167, 800 | 77, 698 
Ee) ore a Sek, eh a eas sasha, F 173, 797 | 147, 537 | 26, 260 
Air Force_-_._-- at ila Minoan nate oe 5 intaah Laianeeeteal 274, 600 194, 200 | 80, 400 
Adequate existing housing ?._........- SR A ee 400, 694 | 290, 795 | 109, 899 
a cae i i sc aieal 150, 029 91, 627 | 58, 402 

Ce gc intinmsmedeeworws | 97, 180 82, 903 14, 277 
ARTS 3 . 5 aiden cintanind | 153, 485 | 116, 265 37, 220 
ems I) Pe ue BS 293, 201 | 218, 742 | 74, 459 
—E - — — |§ —$—$—_—$_____. —_ 

en ae ~~ oat 95, 469 | 76, 173 19, 296 
RR htt hha cediownatsls sabe ae 4 | 76, 617 64, 634 11, 983 
CE nei x == 121, 115 77, 935 43, 180 
ES a eee a 94, 927 77, 297 | 17, 630 
hrs: ddtietemaeist joa — aes 22, 424 | 19, 026 3, 398 
PTT wncnned~ ee a J 22, 686 16, 989 5, 697 
Re oso s oc, ae aa 49, 817 41, 282 | 8, 535 
Projected deficit (basic)_.......---- 5 198, 274 | 141, 445 56, 829 
nncintiiniith aiietmdmooaéante sais : 73, 045 57, 147 15, 898 
DbLbebbincbteuekinkicbecescudcnswes sae hacen 53, 931 | 47, 645 6, 286 
a . : soba 71, 298 | 36, 653 34, 645 


1 Includes military personnel who receive quarters allowances under permanent legislation (offivers and 
enlisted men in grades E-7, E-6, E-5, and E-4 with 7 or more years of service) and key civilians. Gross re- 
quirements are detailed in supplement A, attached. 

2 Includes all adequate housing (existing and under contract) under military ownership, under military 
sponsorship but privately owned (Wherry and rental guaranty) and privately or publicly owned in com- 
munities within resaonable commuting distance (usually 15 miles or 30 minutes), Detailed in supplement 
B, attached. 

3 Includes all currently programed (not under contract) military-owned and military-sponsored housing 
but excludes privately owned offbase housing scheduled for future development. Detailed in supplement 
O, attached. 
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SUPPLEMENT A.—Gross family housing requirements for personnel in the armed 
services * 


Worldwide | Continental 


























total United Overseas 
States 

—_— — ——— a | SS eee 
All services, total............- inti Gincenspaiaanah etesindeliseussirtinlamistapenit, 881, 526 679, 987 201, 539 
Entitled to quarters ?__..............-- | 693, 895 509, 537 | 184, 358 
a si ete 224, 569 172, 259 | 52, 310 
Enlisted men..-. ; : usted waniiedenl 443, 996 324, 778 119, 218 
Key civilians. -_. ae 25, 330 | 12, 500 | 12, 830 
Not entitled to quarters 3. _______- | 187, 631 170, 450 | 17, 181 
Army, total 4... ‘ dita ct ; i cane | 303, 598 | 223, 800 79, 798 
Entitled to quarters... me aatnabesbemnammiaede k 245, 498 167, 800 77, 698 
Officers. P 87, 450 63, 346 | 24, 104 
Enlisted men- | 146, 818 98, 754 | 48, 064 
Key civilians... 7 ; aa 11, 230 | 5, 700 5, 530 
Not entitled to quarters--.--- 7 ” BS, 100 | : 56, 000 | oe 100 
Navy, total §........ panindine ‘ 220, 328 186, 987 33, 341 
Entitled to quarters. -....-- : waren 173, 797 147, 537 26, 260 
Officers_ paauadis 46, 119 | 39, 913 | 6, 206 
Enlisted men. — west 23, 178 | 104, 024 | 19, 154 
Key civilians_-- watts _ a 4, 500 3, 600 900 
Not entitled to quarters_--- mesa 46, 531 39, 450 7, 081 
Air Force, total 6 4 ; | 357, 600 | 269, 200 88, 400 
Entitled to quarters 274, 600 194, 200 80, 400 
Officers_ 91, 000 | 69, 000 22, 000 
Enlisted men_ 174, 000 122, 000 | 52, 000 
Key civilians. .- 9, 600 3, 200 6, 400 
Not entitled to quarters_... | 83, 000 75, 000 “1 8, 000 


1 Based on planned military and key civilian strength, exclusive of ancillary personne] (cadets, midship- 
men, students, trainees, hospital patients, transients, industrial detachments, diplomatic attaches, ROTC 
instructors, personnel on special missions, etc.) and fleet personne] of the Navy and Marine Corps, 

* Includes officers, enlisted men in grades E-7, E-6, E-5, and E-4 with 7 or more years of service, and key 
civilians, 

3 Includes enlisted menin grades E-1, E-2, E-3, and E-4 with less than 7 years of service, in continental 
U ited States and Territories and possessions; requirements in this category for foreign countries are not 
included because of lack of authorization for dependent allowances. 

4 Based on Army strength of 1,027,000. 

5 Based on Navy strength of 857,000. 

6 Based on Air Force strength of 325,090 
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SUPPLEMENT B.—Adequate ewvisting family housing for personnel in the armed 


services * 
































| l ae 
| Worldwide | Continental 
total | United | Overseas 
| | States | 
ener = ° peau 
Adequate existing housing, total ------ 400, 694 290, 795 | 109, 899 
- af -| ee 
lain ae : ‘ 150, 029 | 91, 627 58, 402 
OS EES SEEN EE EE . | 97, 180 | 82, 903 14, 277 
Air Force... -- eee pe aedce ; “a 153, 485 | 116, 265 37, 220 
Military quarters and rental housing--.---- ‘ 134, 055 | 51, 556 82, 499 
|_————__— Lietmicimgtingedeind nee 
SE Me ae Za 67, 644 | 17, 838 49, 806 
aera en ad a 24, 186 | 10, 325 
ga) RE SS ee | 9, 532 | 29 : 
Wherry (title VIIT) housing-.--.--.....-- iene eS . 563 | 
eis 21, 621 | 
EE cecpemevppseceecores= . 24, 375 | 
Ce ES a <a ee 37, 567 | 
Capehart (title VIIT) housing-..--.--- “ 14, 290 ; 14, 290 ae 0 
Army..-- - ae 8, 604 8, 694 | 0 
ET a lehis raced # 4 435 | 435 | 0 
gh REA SEE aS 5, 161 | 5, 161 | 0 
Rental guaranty housing ?- ------ 3 7 128 | a | = 7, 128 
NE ok Oe aes cnt nmckctee 2, 152 | 0 | 2, 152 
Navy-------- 0 0 | 0 
Air Force -- " 4, 976 0 | 4, 976 
Surplus commodity housing °-.-.-..........-..-- ‘3 2, 156 0 | i 2, 156 
ameagee eee iecipeanienes 
nt tnkerasssdseeen 0} 378 
ie ntieimnengre notre nein 0 297 
EA renendutduaisenshanst% 0 | 1, 481 
Offbase private housing..............-....-..---..- r 144, 695 | - 14, 807 
rane Siete pian cnt te decacmebhiktind 49, 540 | 43,711 | 5, 829 
ee ee a ne naa ce abate 37, 562 35, 984 | 1, 578 
Air Force... -..- 72, 400 65, 000 | 7, 400 





1 Includes units which are completed, under construction or under contract in currently active military 


housing programs. 


2 Includes 2,152 Army units and 2,695 Air Force units in France, 700 Air Force units in Morocco, and 


1,581 Air Force units in Spain. ; 
§ Includes 1,481 Air Force units in United Kingdom anc 


Includes 608 units of title VI projects which are managed as Wherry housing. 


378 Army and 297 Navy units in Japan. 
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SUPPLEMENT C©C.—Programed family housing for personnel in the armed services 






































Worldwide | Continental Overseas 

total United States 
Pragramed housing, total. ... 21... ncn ccucncctnccecced eed 94, 927 77, 297 17, 630 
OD |. ck anttinidsupmietas anaditebedm a 22, 424 19, 026 3, 398 
PE niki cane callvadghidhanathadcininas beuncnnsibianndun 22, 686 16, 989 5, 697 
Ee WE i arin wcnc ced aren Ae te ewdcabacn inameaed 49, 817 41, 282 8, 535 
pT ER ee Be ee ee eee e "8, 304 - 5,814 2, 580 
EE, Sc. Dthnnn dinddud dish hada Jsitieadaiionam catia 1, 816 1, 678 138 
EE ists Sulit so wake alts eiicie aimmuamastbnn <ccciliiaea kudha: onditiadngieas tatty avi 2, 053 693 1, 360 
BED WOOD adn tn sens dpwadaptitnihdlattedetideiintvittonned 4, 525 3, 443 1, 082 
Oanpaiact Gitie VIII) housing 9. s.. 5... cic oda ce- | 78, 506 71, 483 - 7, 023 
PERI E Gites this ee kinante wating sasndisiitindnitisk nesiiabisisdidgivadinmaniail | 18, 938 17, 348 1, 590 
UN REE til lnc ad oh clin nmmmesainaty nen tuttindssinetatiaiatbiaei Miitainciindl 20, 079 16, 296 3, 783 
EE IN halo hn beg 1k oididendakun chabaudi cts eum | 39, 489 37, 839 1, 650 
Surplus commodity housing *_...........................--- : 8, 027° 0 7 8, 027 
NE codon da pp uibcndanwh<cdinhttccuibsaiiindidadiwet 1, 670 0 1, 670 
BOT ee eth esacuws eau ab endievcdtenttiaese 554 0 554 
Air Force jeuawpweleles asi eaten Wtaninthinicanaubadened | 5, 803 0 5, 803 

} 








1 Includes units authorized in fiscal year 1957 and prior years which are planned for development but are 
not yet under contract. 

2 Includes units in projects scheduled for contract award in fiscal year 1957 and/or approved for develop- 
ment as of Mar. 25, 1957. Total units planned by services are: Army, 59,000; Navy, 35,000; and Air Force, 
61,000. 

3 Includes 3,527 units under the title I program and 4,500 units under the ‘‘barter’’ program. Distribu- 
tion by country is: Italy, 616; Japan, 1,025; Morocco, 509; Spain, 426; Unite1 Kingdom, 960; Bermuda, 600; 
France, 2,800; and Philippines, 1,100. Additional projects totaling 16,200 units are under consideration, 
but not approved, for these countries and 5 others. 


86066—57—No. 36——4 








1460 





*pollgjop syyun F |~~~~~~ ““1 99 . : { 
*peligjop szyun [gg |~~~"- "~~ | 6&F a ae tee ae 
*poyoidmo0g |---| fa Se Se ee des 
*peLigjep sytun gg j-----" > 002 i a tease 3 ae 
*pe.ligjep syjun egg |---~ ~~ et fo —— 
*poligjep syjun pL |-~~""~ "| OL Wo a 


"pellaep S}TUN ZEz | | 88% 















*pe1iajep syyun goZ | ----- | Tog 
*peliejep sjjun cs oo Oe a | 
*pe1lgjep szJUN FIT | OF | 912 , | 
“og F 002 | oat : 
“pellgjep syrun 00g |-~~~ | 002 —— 
co) ee 
*pollgjop s}TuN EZ Za1 
*u0}}JON.AJSULD JOpUN [TV ““""1 O¢ ty 3 
*peLlgjep sy1un FIT +: | 00€ | 
*peiigjop s}yun 09 | 6 | | 
*pellgjep syrun [TV | | 
*UOT}ON.YSULO JepUN ITV | 6 | 
*poLlgjap syrun OZ | OF 002 
‘od | OI 
*paiajdurog | OF 


*pollajop syun [TV | 
























‘TOT MB] aqQNd 


0 LaF ‘$1 
"66 
"eIZ & 
0 660 ‘8 











0°860 F 








0 P86 ‘E 
0091 


0 668 Z% 
0 YPl 
| O'O8P 





POT 
98 
suB[[op 
jo 
sug spues 
“now 








“Bu0D PEs 


4 
| 





000 ‘T 
j Ost 








002 
Ol 
Of 


| Ol | 





| 
| 


su, 


syyun 
[810,], 





“‘poLlejap s}TUN g | 2 
“peLidjep syrun [TV | | | 
*‘peligjep syyun FF | OF | OL 
*pellgjep sjrun [TV 
*uoT}ON.YSUCD JOpUN [TV | 0g 0 006 | og 
"paLlgjep s}uN OOT | ¥ | | O'82b ‘T 
‘poliajop syyun g | 8% | O'L94 
sieqjop | | saeqjop 
jo | jo 
spues | syjug spurs 
q0B1} -n0ogqL | “nog.L 
“1100 
sy IvUuIey wer faa: SLT! 
Jopuy 4o “2u00 18 
perd | 
-“ml09 *2u00 IF 
‘996 AB] OqNg |” 





wonezI0yIny 


OL MB’'T OTGNG | 


(syooford JIT A 9131} JoJ posspysuoo Zuyoq ore s}yuN peslejop uyez90]) 


‘TWPMOIN W10OJ 
IBD W104 
, x9, ‘U92T[TT 
“""XOL ‘SSI J104 
“""x0,L ‘pooy Wog 
BTV ‘URTPOIAW Wog 
ee ens ~ ON ‘a88Ig 110g 

ore , fy ‘Teqdurep 44104 














7 “"Bry ‘BulUUEg 1104 
104 

- 1104 

’ " ssByy ‘SUdAd: | 110g 





yun 





V TUT? MA 
SA ‘sUsSNnY Woy 
“I “4odeq sJweuTsug AYO oTUBID 
BA ‘IlVAleg Wo, 

JIVO “UoMeIg VOURY YoY oM]T 
Jeo “Jodeq [eusig oyUsUTBIDRg 

Ay “Jodeq [eusig uo WwuUIXe’] 

Zzuy “wonyoeny W404 

BA ‘UOTIBIg JOJsuUBLL, VO 

ye1Q ‘punoiy ZupAaoig Avasng 
JUeO “yodeq [e1sues) odivyg 

eg ‘yodeq [eisuer) puBLiEqUInND MAN 





O'N ‘Teu 

















~" "UO, daq [eisuer) stydmayy 
BA ‘9eT WOg 
“f£'N ‘Jodaq [B19Uep epvey eq 


e[y ‘[euesTy 9UOIsSpeyY 
dag sueuplO SsIITH Weld 
PIV ‘punolpy suyAolig usepi9qy 








WOTVI[eISU] 


wviboud U0ryn2r10yjnDn UorjIN.WsU0d haDvjIIW LapUN pazi.oYyIND Bursnoy Azyrwof jv fo ,g6] ‘TE “uD sl UO snjzn}8 Burmoys jiodas huasy ay} fo puaumjivdaq 


. Z ON Lave 








1461 


"MONSIT[IGVYOI 10} pozt1oy Ne OOO'LTES‘$$ OPNOUy you sod ¢ 











9% | O'ec0 ‘E82 | 69L‘C 








"MOPIBIPIGVYSI JOJ pozjoyyne og‘0Ez‘ZI$ OPNPOUT 4Ou soo ¢ 
"BUOD PER ‘FES AUT OGN 1 




















*peLigjop siyun 18104 Zoo's | Lee ee0‘9 | 0980'S O'SST‘I9< | LIPS | 2zP ‘OT Se ee ~[8}0} puBIDH 
*(Se}81g PeyTU) porojop syyun cgF‘e | 60 LeL‘g | O'S8E'% | OST 0'ss0‘89 | 690‘¢ | O'z9R‘99 | ZIZ‘b | Izb‘6 |~~~"S0181g poqUQ [e}UeUT}UOD ‘{e}0}qng 
*(SBOSIOAO) POLIBJOp syyuN Zee | ZI 982 0'1s9'% | 96 0 026 ‘FI L 082 F1 G0Z 1 ee ee a ee SBISIIAO [8JO}GNS 
“poaseyop sqrun ggt |-------> ie... greeneoonempensoays mas 1 tT BB ecm (soy18 @) SBSIAAO [BOO] POYTSsEIO 
MIMD asa Ts CC CULE pe 0 209 ‘g 88 0 082 ‘T 1 OF 1 | S21 | Rote et eee See pula] “yIAvyey 
*u0T}ON.I4SUO0D JepuUN [Ty |~~~~~~"~ - ee SS aa | O'L = t:— tee | &I ae ee TTBMBA, ‘VAMCTE A 
‘od eg ate o1s9% | 96 | ee ee ee ener re Teme ‘syoeIEY pleyouos 
“uZIsep Jepuy | Ze Pee re ee ett MT Po 0 FIZ — thee ee ee Ee en ae Heavy ‘ouvulsley 
*uoT}ON.Ysu0d zepuN [Ty |-~"~~~ Ce re a cen er en ee 0°299 ‘Tr So 1 et eee cea ee ae “(POOMPTIM) BASBTY ‘reuse y 
*peligjep sjq7um got |--"""~~~ ee ae ee eee 0 ‘008 Z% ZT 0 168 ‘T 1 Lott ———-— | a VMBUTYO ‘JIoUyON Wor 
*moy}ONAysuod Jepun [Ty |-""~"~~~ ee Re ne ee 0898 % — = ea | as oe ern = ws ca Pe BYSVLV ‘“BII9C 31g 
SVaSuzAo 
“(sreyg PertTQ) possojp sy gore | 6oz | zbz's | O's8e's | Oot | O-es0's9 | 620°s | OzOB'99 | ZIz’e | Icb‘6 |-~-~sereIg perUA eyUeUTIUOD ‘TeIOIGng 
“pouiayep syyun org |-~-~~~-~ RE cvsamescces ees 0 'S81'8 019 0 066‘ 008 = weer S9}]S [8OT}0W} ‘SMOT}BIOT SNOTTB A 
*m0y}ONI4suUOO JepuN [Ty |~~~~~~-~ et ee ee Danek 0 ‘1€Z ‘Tt 06 062 £ SS ETN... ae ae XOW “N ‘es8q BIpueg 
“poii9jep szyun 2Z |-~~~~~ eR ed 0 602 og 0 “292 06 fate 8: ae eee ZIV ‘UOIS ISL, PUN A 
*poli9jop szyun py |-~~--" ~~ re et ae ed 0 “£99 og a ee ee NISD ‘syowLeg ss1eyssl “Ss “ 
“pe.iejep sz]UN Zg | OOT SEIT | O'S8h 'T | VOT 0 18e ‘¢ 00F 0 989 ‘OT 008 Sey Freer err en eerenr —arene YSBAA ‘SIMO Og 
*peiisjop syyun [g |--~~~~ Pe ee eee ed 0°892 ‘T — — ——-— Oo oe eee ee I ‘Ueplieyg wog 
*pe1igjop syyun py |--"" "~~ SF eee pegeger | 0°69 Z as ers — ee ee eo suvy ‘ATTY 3107 















































‘IIIA 911) peureisoid ‘peyeouwe oz | 7 : nee | € "Ize SZ | 9% ~see-e-=="--py “ermdrepyiqg ‘prstdiyg [saAsn 
“TILA °[3]} peurleizoid ‘pejsouso QT |-~~~~~~~ : "nearer ia etree en ue | 0 Zest OL eee (eo Bq “erydeperygd “TeydsoH [BaeNn 
. a os ee eee os eee ere a & 128 SZ c% pene te ee ee B[q “ejoowsueg “[eyIdsoH [BABN 
. o% ; ; eee te 1 ene 1 GZ ~“8Lq “0073835 SeINSBITTIIJUNOD OUT [BABN 
ae we or i oT to 1 or or "BA “YyNOUIs}10 4g ‘teyidsoH [BABN 
*quomelnbel pesjaAel ‘popsoueo OT - . re 0 ZSI or ol "=" "FAIS *PUBLABO ‘rayueg Ajddng [wasn 
ol : ~~ >. - ee OL ol Siti “TH®D “PUBTAVO ‘Te1dsoH TBABN 
“Zulsnoy 10430 "muu0gD ‘uOpUuO'y 
jo osn Aq poyses quomresnbes ‘pejeouwo ¢ | 999 c . 0 ae c MON ‘A1OPVIOGVT Puno, JoyVMJepuy [BAB 
1 peliajep oF £°ELh oF + O'N ‘04TH MON ‘AqTTORT ITV OW 
*pIq G31q—pepoouo | , 6 | - oe or ol I ‘340d MeN ‘Teqdsoy [eaen 
1 peiejop Z9T r'LL1% cgl 5 zg! “HBO ‘eavfow ‘SVVOW 
“plq GsIG—poejsouTd eI : ¢ $02 ST I “Jeo ‘OZIq UBS ‘SYN Jewenyy 
08 | » o FO 'T Os O8 } Bla ‘380,44 AY “UOT}IEIS [BABN 
"TILA 91313 pouresz01d popsours 0z ; : 6 “E22 0% 0% eon ela ‘380M AOM ‘SYN 
“PPL [P9D SVN 0} po.lojsaely | “"| 3ST I lage I | BLA ‘oTTAuosyovs “jodeq yang [BAvN 
oF se aS £ 68 oe og : BLA ‘eTTAuosyovr ‘TeyIdsoy] [WARN 
eo es) fee a —— 6h 1 Zor L :: fo. es, Dee eee SSTTA 
‘qaodj[ny ‘19yUeD UOTTeYVG ‘“ysuOD [BAeN 
eareebete 09 Sa pra cet race crea Gielen, 09 09 ey ee ns ee Te 
1 PeLiejep COT |-- ~~~ "awe ” ae te a “"| O'1abT os tots eS rica sor ee ee eee O'N ‘uojuepy “A/IVOW 
=_——"3 eepee oa “"| 8 99% | ZR wees Ug 2 nena Jeo “Buo010D ‘Teydsoy [eABeN 
aes 06 x ae Se 06 06 Toceeee eS a, ee ee 
“AQ "pIq qaiy ‘pejeouws g |----~"-"| ZI “gene aeree?°*s ee SI <r aT hits — TD onaestas “-""""sseyy ‘Bos[eyO ‘Teydsoy [BABN 
co "pIq 4stYq ‘pelejap Z |~--- ~~ | een Sc ae a BLP z SS .o- JITeO ‘opeuol0H ‘eseg snojqrudury [eaeNn 
ae 1 Paliejep OST |~~~ ~~ i me eae ¢ ‘OF OF F820 'T 08 a. ee ee XOL “PIMA BUD “SVVN 
=~ nm aS RRAehe= re Ser ee c ‘ZH o¢ og ( ‘eunere'y durey ‘TeyIdsoy [BaAaBeN 
*SOT}119N 10} ZuyUIBIZ0I1d Zuypued po1isjep ct |~-~~~ ie nae . ““| 9'FIZ _, SR tat ant ee ee ee ee cee We “PPera aMo1g “‘SVYN 
wichita ari iaivtiace tate ny eo) bear ay 08 Pee Rte rae ee eee 08 08 wereceeeccce---B ry) ‘OLMSUTIG “‘SYYN OOUATS 
ne a ae ae ae ees ae von og ~ << 3%. aoe. a oe o¢ og Tor eennannnnnnnney *S “qiomnBeg ‘[ej}dsoy] [BACGN 
PEERTITETO ee eae Se ee ~") SLT Evite a ee eee cLt cLI weeeereennnnn=y *§ “Qsoyneeg ‘U01181g ITV OW 
PEPESE TSI a Aer eg Oe es Seeenseetetececesnrereeneiernsn sts penenasalesnenes PAeAs OR retewn tee te 1 I “ww=-=----niBo ‘mojsuvg “odeq Aiddng ow 
ee ee ee eee ee ee ee = ee gence. Si. he ae og og “-"""=B84 ‘sueyyV ‘Tooydg sdiog Alddng [eaeNn 
ce ee we eg 00T pee ee ee rae ae tn ee 001 00T worennnn=-=---pry ‘AuBqry ‘yodeq Ajddng oW 
sre][op sie]jop siB[[op 
jo jo jo 
spurs squyp spuvs sy1up spurs syug 
q0B14 -noy,L -noq,L -noyL 
-u0o 
SyIVMI9y uZjsep | Jepun | = a ae = > ~| $}yun MOP VI[TVysuy 
Jepug 40 *BU0D 4Ib8 “BU0D peg [830.1 
pojoaid ‘IOL MB’T OQNg ‘GOL MB’T ONIQNG 
-“ml0g *Bu0Q 41t8 
896 ABT O/QNd 
uopezpIOqINy 











supsbosd wo1n2..0yjnDy UoYyIN.sSUod fisDjyIW LapunN paztsoynn Bursnoy fijprwof yy fo L961 ‘1g “uns uo snjzn}8 Bburmoys yoda fanny ay} fo puawjsvdaq 





1463 


“sureiz0id yypelo Aypour 
-m00 snjdims jo s}[nsei Zuipued powojep g 

"SuIBiZ01d 4) paid Ay pour 
*m™00 snid.ms JO s}jnsel papers pelvjop ZI 

*SuBIZ010 4] pelo Aq) pour 
-m100 snjdims jo s}jnsel Zujpued poiajep IT 


4809 YSTq ‘peysouK Zz 
"mBis0id 
Joyreq Ajypourmi0o snid.ims woleieplsu0o 
Sulpued ‘poligjap gg ‘4ys00 Gs Ty ‘pojeouRs Oz 
"mBis01d 10318q Ay poulm100 
snjdins woyyelepisuc0o Zujpued ‘peisjap 9% 
*me1301d spew Aypour 


-m109 sn{d.ims Jo s}{nse1 Sulpued ‘peLiajap OST 
*me.i301d $}]pel0 

Aypourmes snjdims peureizoid ‘peLejep oF 
“wB18 


-01d s}jpelo A4pourm0o snid.ms ‘pepsouw 06 
"S MAV 07 SOL SB poumvisoidoy 


“poepeouso 96 ‘ureIZ01d s}ypel0 A};pourUI0S 
snid.ms uojjelepsu0o Zujpued ‘palajep ge 
“9800 YTY “pettajep OL 


“889 
"896 AB] OQNY Uy pepeouve ‘uonezjoyjNe ¢ 
"PIG 4USIY ‘pexlejop Z 


‘IITA 9131) peureisoid ‘pepeoueo oy 
“perpnyses Zuleq JuemesNbel ‘peiayep gL 
"PIG YSIY *paisajop ZI 

“S8z}IMIMIOD suoTeLidoiddy esnoy 


4q Zurpunj Joy peaoidde jou ‘peep zg 











aI 0801 8 L°SLI aI nn sae een ae 
028 9 18 OE ae eigry (4 or ZI 
0°69 g 158 . 2. re. II 
ee 9 "801% ce oto eo ZI 
88 0'O8I‘T | 99 ¢ “168 ‘I 801 | eee Sea €L1 
cheered eae A aaa “-"-""1 6 "Bas 9% I pazeneses eee 9% 
Ost O's0r‘% | OST bbL0‘% <=. ee ere 00g 
208 0912'S | 66 0 ‘Z0F ‘Z — oe ee 202 
perce = eeeene et are team is oe RARER On A Renn nase ae 
eee eee 9 ‘261 ‘T eee gg 
i roa Mest o 
+= erent goTe ‘2 ee net eennenn 008 
eee ee a Seen n 8 One ‘9 80% Geeswegsen wasn | | 
ee 0 '98t % a. fo iz 
a> eco Te Lbtg‘2 — $2 
apes Lesa eyes eer Seer =o p08 z Zz 
en I 682% cL CLI 
IFS 0°980'% | FIT @ ‘ZAP zz 0628 ‘T 001 It 
a were ae passa 2 rg ¢ 
we pt | oes [vee | ron | tv's | tos 
ee ee ee eee ee ee ene a £812 ‘T T ae 
eee eee eee eee 018 g er ee tn ae 
ne. fo a ee ee a z‘16 g ¢ 
eenres oom eae c .: eereene ates Zz 
or sito 7 ee er 0 ZT Or i 
og ree cee ee E etaeeoes.. 0 999 og og 
Se Gene? Sage Cee erags Sea a 0 Zs OL Ol 
petenngn ne pasteeiwscndeetienennes | 6881 eI po enen oa ans enn ae 
NO ee ee nee ee tare ce ten | SLT | 21 ZI 
giz eres se aD en een seer ene ree ness Sey Ltt oe oor 





"POFT “A ‘a1qQB} JO pus 3B 930U}00,7 


ween ween enn nnn ween cen eeneceesesecso=e Vv 
:AQTPOR] Tony Aatn 
ee Rae te W ‘a ‘AoqnedA’T 4.100 ‘JON 


ead W ‘a ‘AoqnedT 310g ‘FON PUe AVN 
ae spuvjsy euddyyigd “ymOq Aopsuesg ‘SVN 
Re ged tees ee ee (peyisse[o) € "ON AVN 
ee eee (peyIssBpo) ¢ "ON MAV 

Sr Sots ee a ee (poyisseyo) & "ON MV 
Sat Sew H ‘iL ‘Avg eqoousy ‘SYOW 
SEER eee usder ‘13ns}yV ‘SVN 
ities a 
rae puvl[punoj MeN ‘BIjUesIY SN 
ere usder ‘eynsoyo X ‘sotz]AT}0B 40017 
Pn oe ee nae Si a BYASBLY ‘AVPV SN 
Penbtnee spuys] eulddyiyd ‘Avg o1qng qN 
ene ~-""JOqIBT [weg ‘syowLreg OW 
“7s -===-==-==-SD BIS] [[BUSIB]y ‘Ujopelem y SN 
PPAR eqng ‘Avg oursuvjyueny SN 


“-="=="="="DTRIDUNOIMON “BjjUesly GN 
SVaSUaAO 
““-"""JOLIaJUT 9} JO euOZ [B}OWQng 


hein en ae (20% *O9S) TOTIWITIQeyoy 
“O ‘cd ‘uoysurysem ‘ONYd 
nS vA ‘UMO}AIOX “jodeq Sul [BAUN 
JUeO 

‘su[ed eulu- veer ae ‘ueO ZulUIVlL, OW 
sae ‘N “ueqry 49 ‘Telidsoy [BACN 

“HBO ° puv a SABBYg ‘UOINSIS OIPBY [BARN 
HBO ‘oad ueg ‘[ByIdsoH [BABN 
; BLA *plojues “SV VN 

JUBO ‘osa1q ueg ‘yodeq ynpeYy OW 


“BA ‘oonuEnd ‘Toomas OW 





£92 ‘€ | 0'ere ‘8 | S96 

















*sqoofoid [ITA 231} 10} PoJopysuo0o Juyeq ore $JJUN Poop eset], 1 














*z92'T | 0 Z 229 ‘Tg 942°C | 2°869 bZ 6&2‘T | O10'¢s “Tal cc ca, Boe die [vIOL 
‘889 | 0 elit | "i ““""1 90S “¢ 8 T “OOF ‘02 Lit 'T 108 ‘T ~* 1Of1a}UT 9} JO suoZ [vjowqns 
“690°'T | 0 OFT Z 0'ehS 8 S6F 9 ‘HZE “OF 268 % 9 £62 > 28 602 “E : = “""""SteSlvAO [B}07QNg 
el cern haat aioe fener ener mime 
‘ a> er een eeenees 0 ‘OFS a — a oer > ee tee ee ee . euoZ [vue ‘CIN ST 
*polsouBe BOT ‘surerZ01d szypes0 A4ypouruic 7 e 
» snjdius woyyesepysuod Zuypued Pollajup gp |---~~-~ —s Pr " L6eF ‘Z Ist : ct ~~ ueder ‘eAog jue y JUN 
eeee 962 PES PP ; ¢ ‘zg ‘g 962 ere ——— ~---"spueysy oujddifyg *“Aeg oqng ‘ON 
a) “sureid01d 47pel0 Aypour 
m= -m00 snjd.ims jo s}[nso1 Supers Sees Boo" "= Eneeneee 0 ‘FOI ZI ob gtnimegs ~eatetd where eae - ZI unh~ Spores eaEeaiaes Fea a 
“smBis01d y{pold AI pour 
*m100 sny{dims jo s}jnsez svar polejop Fe |" - o0'sI¢ ¥2 € ‘SET Ct . . Benteersemengiesen- --| +e sesereniainiirin iii cimaeciemaniieniiiatttea nti shee Adicts a 
*SUIBIZ0Id 41pel0 A4 pour 
-m100 snjdims Jo s}[nse1 Sujpued pellojap 0g |--~~"~-"|--"-- 06ST ZI 9 ‘ZIT ). |... nnn anon eae REAR RRARnann esa meee ne oe Vv 
{SOT} [JOB] 0381048 OMIUTY 
siB[jop siv[[Op sIe[[op 
jo jo jo 
spues sup spuvs sup spues sup 
40814 -noy.L -noy,L -now.L 
-u00 | 
SHIVUIOY uZjsep | sepun 7 siyun WOT}eI[V}SUT 
iepugQ JO "B00 4168 *BU0D PES [810.1 
paerd ‘19 ABT oqQnd ‘GOL MB] OIQNg 
-“m09 *BU00 4168 
‘906 ABT OIQNT 
uo ezZLIOyINYy 
poenunu0g—swni6b 


“01d Uonnzs0ynD UONIN48U0d AsDj}YIW LepUN peztsoynn Bursnoy Apwosf pv fo LO6] ‘Ig ‘uns uo sngnjs Burmoys jsodes havyy ay} fo puewpsvdeq 








1465 


“od 
“ITIA °GhL 
‘eqotd 
“M00 ZUs0I0d 06 S}{UN F “TITA 9131} ‘S}yUN OST 


*9}0TduI00 yus0I0d (OF 


‘od 
TIA PEL 


“Ajeyruygepul pepued 
“SNS s}qUN 0% ‘oejoyduloo yusolJed O¢ S}]UN OST 
“TITA 81313 ‘s}run 00g :(2U0D 4IF8 
*I9T Me] O1[GNq) UvIsI9A ON 10} 000'98T$ Ju ST 
‘TILA °DEL 
“e}e[d M100 4ued.1Ed G7 
“IIIA SRL 
“Ajezyu 
-goepuy pepuedsns “3u0g ys ‘I9T ABT 
o1GNg Woy sjun ZIT pus ““Zu0D pEg ‘col 
MBT OIGNG Ulu syn 00% ‘JORIGULO Ij 
Apval stun gg ‘ajzaTdur0d yusoled [g s}yUN OOF 
“q00fold JITA 9131) pesudoid Juypued peLlejeq 
“TILA SEL 





SHIVULOY 


UuoUDZLL0YIND UOYIN.YsUOD fisDIYIU sapUN pezrsoynD Bursnoy Ajprwof yo fo Log] ‘Ig “uD UO snjzo78 Buinoys j10da4 90104 4tp 9y) fo Juawjindeq 





Fae ae a eer Ean ome a SISRES Se erty nh G OR0-% } Ot 021 
Paks. eee ty ae ae “| 0 009 ‘EI 000 ‘T 7 ~-==""1 000 'T 
co (one tie > hee FS 0 ‘SZ8 ‘ZI 056 oe ee. 
econ dh nan we be eee eres: Ss Sf Oor nace ne en fee 
a ee ae 0 Fe ‘T +8 eh aS 
pee b “bitte ae 1 OMRSa Ost 018 b PST 
oahatt + ee at as ie r ¥ 
fetes. | + toes oC fe ae” Ur ee ¥ PF 
ee ee ee ee oe od 8°28 b t 
on 9 OP (ee eo ee eee 9 9 
a ) ae oo S ticsi.tt | Cee S61 aati S61 
ee a hs: | le we oe oot € OF 0€ oe 
,..trerisaaih, 1. aus oo. 8 0801 g ¢ 
Peete oa oa os Coe Ria Bc 8°48 Py P 
Saree g Ce ee ES ee ORS cae ee ee oe ee g ¢ 
g ou mdi ieee | ee ; ay 0801 g g 
ers “uk le 0 ‘289% 002 002 
seg 0'98T SI 0 820% 00€ 00€ 
BR as o Zhe SoZ 8 PELE O8Z ges 
aoe E s=="""| OES 00% 00F 
“~=""""1 0 °St0e Ost 9 “LE8P 09€ org 
88 a ee 0 ‘00%¢ 00% 0 ‘$9Eo 00F 008 
eee > 0 66 ¢ ieee ead —. - a 
. ne... 2 ee ete ¢ ‘SZsT ett £°L10€ 82 Ste 
sie[jop sie[jop sie[[op 
jo jo jo 
spues syup spues syyup spuss syupQ 
4081} -noy.L -noy,L | -noyL 
-u00 
uZ!sep | Jepun i ”_ = aan 
Jepuyp 10 “BU0D 4IF8 *BU00 18 *BU0D PES [210,L 
pozerd | ‘g96 Ae] oqQNg “19 ABT oqng ‘COL MET OFIQNG 
“M109 








uo}ezI0y NY 


suvibosd 





~oaecennnnmennceriT ‘QITAUOlf) 
a. oe “qynouls}0g 
A *N “31Ng83381d 
~~" yy “HOY 9947 
"BL q ‘peejsowoy 


eRe oyep] ‘emo uleyUNOW 
ace ee 7 TBO “s0yuw 
“--"O1gO ‘eusn0g 400, 
“= =="=""9UIB I ‘BUl10'7 
er HTBO ‘SHABLL, 
“““BLIO ‘UBULIEYS-UoyuI[D 
eon or SsIy ‘snquinjog 
ep ‘199uny 
et Rea re re quoyy ‘WoNsUTe yy 
qsBM “PITyouTe 7 
~SrPaneee ee zy ‘uByyuO;y sjAeqg 


—— By] ‘sapiegO ov] 


radar eureyy ‘Mod 
Memmi ot Rh suey ‘tH Ayourg 
nay wer IqgeN ‘ujooury 
; BAO ‘sNIy 


“OVS 


oo e----2--------------- “oP ‘UBUIOIIG AA 

ooo neon nn nen n anne sn ennece se Iq9N ‘33080 

we ener een ener ncennnnn een JNBO ‘opeog 
01938007] 














*e}o[duI00 4ua010d 
Z sjyun OIT ‘Aleiyuyepuy pepuedsns szyuN OF sii | 
BE be meee 
oq =(\----- J-----=- 
od foveeeen 
‘od i -- oo} -<<<-= 
“TITA POEL re | 
"408109 T Uy pouquIVd oq | | 
04 “3000 YIF8 ‘896 MB] OTQng Ul szUN OOT | 
pus “Zu09 4368 ‘IGT MB] OqQnd Ul S}zyUN OOT | 00Z | 
‘Ajaquygepul pepuedsns joel. 1g | 
*ypoofoid [TA 9313 pesodoid Zujpued peta | 
“op “JU0D 4IP8 “896 ABT O1[QNg Uy szyUN Kg |------- | 0OT | 
“IIIA PL | Fo 
“Ajoyuyepuy pepuedsns yoofoig |~--~~-~ gees 
oq. \t7""7* |--- 
see e!.lhlhChCUhUL 
Toned | 
*yoofoid TITA 91313 pesodoid Zurpued polioy | 
-Op “ZU0D YIP8 ‘896 MBT O1GNq Uy SyUN 06 |~-~-~ ~~~ ZL 
*979]du.00 yuadsed G2 |~-~~~-~~| OOT | 
*S}1UN E1p 10J PopsBMe JOA JOU 4OB1}U0D UBIseq] | 008 ote 
“Ajfoyuyepuy pepuedsns yoofolg |-~~ - — 
“LITA PLL z lite. 
*Ajoyuygepuy pepuedsns wofOig |~~~~-~~~}~ “| 
‘od Seer | arom | 
& ‘od oacacoctbeutde 
<H OL a 
m— “TITA SEL 
“eyopduio0o yusd10d 
G8 s}yun OOT ‘eJeTdUIOD Yuso1ed 06 STUN 06 ae 061 
“HTA PFLL |” | 
7 ~“| OOT 
‘ajar duo yusoled gg STUN OOS | 00Z | 009 
‘od ; 
oBl} 
“090 
SYIVUISY uZjsep | Japun 
yepug | 40 
pazoid 
“105 


























“Bu0D qIt8 
‘896 AB] o11qNg 





U01;IDZ140YIND UOYoNEU0d AuvjtIW s9pUuN paztoyynn Bursnoy Ajrwof pv fo LEG] ‘1g “uD uo snznjs Burmoys j10da.s 








“Bu0O 4I*8 
‘I9L MB'T 2/GNgJ 


uoNez0yjny 


penunu0j—suoiboud 





ae ““""1 0°¢20 % OST P : 
20 0e i -""""""| 0 °666 | bL | 
AEN . 0 002 ‘Z | 002 ene a ee 
ares 029 ‘I ZI : 
: 0 O8e'T oor 
— | 00st ‘T 0OT 
' 
0 OS> ‘T OOT 0'0Se ‘T 0oT | ~ 
0 0ee ‘I 0OL | 
0 ‘SZL og 0‘¢eL9 og ¢OL9 o¢ 
eer fees ; L°ls8 g9 
=a ‘ -sens “| 9 'b08 09 
partie " “===""1 ¢'0L9 og 
oe ae 0 ‘ose ‘T 00T 2 0L9 og 
, 4 r + : ¢ ‘019 | O¢ 
0 ‘ee “*T 06 0 022 02 ¢ “049 og 
; : OIE ‘T 00T 
0°1z9 ‘0% | SIz‘T 
; ae L886 | OL 
; A oe ¢ 049 og 
ee Peers mi aa cegg a ¢‘0L9 | O¢ 
Ses : en |------- ¢'0L9 og 
ere eee 0 ‘0Se ‘T 00T 6 'Y02 ‘T 06 
L886 OL 
oe es os L886 OL 
| 
Katee 0 '0Se ‘I oor 6 902 ‘T 06 
7 r Ove ‘T OO 
r a ' r . OTP! ‘T OOT 
0 ‘9FI'E 002 0090 ‘F 008 0 289 ‘% | 002 
; aa ; 0°SL9 og Ole ‘TI | OOT 
siB[jop sre[[op SIB[[Oop 
jo jo jo 
spuss syjuQ spues sup spues sug 
“now. -now.L “now. 


"BU00 PEs 
OL MBT O/9NG 








Pe “"7=""==""gsB AA “PIOVOOW 
~~""""" "Belo ‘STIRy YUL 


002 Yo ‘IAMS “I “YH 
| OZ1 | SIM ‘3U0g “I plvyory 
| OOT : “ “OW ‘MOA PUBID 
| Oor | Se oe ABC ‘'N ‘S¥104 puwlp 
| 002 “--"quoyW ‘MoSseTD 

00T Sly ‘Meysuryong 


WON “3 aIsz.n A 
48d *N “OUI 
eed “=""""" BIO “PuBl|}wod 
“uuay, ‘Uosh |, s8fHIW 
s ~"=-==-====--9IByAy ‘a[s] onbseig 
Ee ee BMO] ‘AJIO XNOoIg 








Se AA ‘19Z194£) 
a. ae ee Ua “‘qynrng 
elz't | oe ee Sor ee ~~ “S038 M Puw OV 
OL ~semm==="""" TIA ‘neg 39-s|jodveuu py 
Og |- - ae A 'N ‘O1B38IN 
0g ee Bg ‘YSINGS}}1d Jvywolp 
og - . “---=="O1UQ ‘UMOyssuNO 
061 - eS ee ee eee te eee o10D “ag 
UL ven ae ““-qsey ‘oursd 
OL I> = , ~-==""“11B) *plvuxoO 
061 “we---""""OT TA ‘SsOlUy 
| OOL test “"""OSLAA ‘ZBILLL 
OOT ““""19q ‘S[ISvoMe N 
002 “"""" "Sse ‘SIO 
OST polaceenbllliahi a eee arene A‘N ‘x10pnS 
-Oav 
syyun W0}}B00'T 
[810.1 


9010 tty oy) fo puswpivdeg 





¢3y00f01d TITA S131} 10} porOpP|su0o Zuyoq O18 JO TITA ST}1} 0} PeLIOJSUBI} TIE OAT S}JUN POLIOJOP UTLPIO 1 
a eucaaihmehidebeagemeseincncetemesetapieiemauneettnieeees mga pgp eed reagan ENE ae NEIL 




















1’ pepuedsns 40 poiejep syyun 161 ZI | 20% | 0209 ‘0 | 0 88 ‘69 | pel S | 0219 ‘OTT | Tite ee iSese:mCmTm:CCS!C!CDCTSCSC 1830} puBip 
*popuedsns Jo pellgjop siyun zpeIT | S98 ‘T | 880'S | 0816 & 769 ‘T | 0°696‘80I | 8908 | & FIZ ‘18 9109 | 8¥Z‘SI |----"-"-"~ ~ d0}194UT OY} JO GUOZ *req01qNg 
*pepuedsns 10 peigjep sjzyun OSs | 099 296% | OOO TR | OSb‘T | O'SW'T 09 0 SOF ‘L aes iso? rr" “--=""SBOSIOAO ‘[BJ0FGNS 
“OEP ‘000010 J 
youerg ‘208 ‘MopZuyy peyuy ‘ezz‘t ‘eouwlg |--~~~~~~| G96 |---| 0°906 ‘Z e06% | coe S |r ttre SIOTTEAL, 
aeoneeeen|-------- 0000 ‘OT | O92 bones - — a nero" ee ichimpeo ee 
Oe. Tort a ee Le a eee ae PULTPUNOJ MON ‘NOUV 1SvA 
— Per 0000 ‘2 See >) eee eos te eeeeteee Tat 002 ee JOpBiqey "9s00f) 
“400! 
-O1d IIIA 9131} pesodoid Zuypued powdjoq j~-~-~-"-|--" ">" rr eee keoeeee re een ene sete ean oe woo or -"--""-"EMD ‘mesIOpury 
“‘suepey 38 syyun ; 
9894} 3ON1}S09 0} Az]J04ING Zu;pued peLiejoq’ |~~~~~-~~}--" ~~ ar ee fe TL Le en ee ee VABUTAO ‘BYBN 
rae er 8 “---"| 0'S90'T Geet. ie ee en ae puvjeo] “yIAegey 
:SB8SIOAO SNOLIV A 
*popuedsns Jo poliojop sjyun 2pe*IT | £98‘ | 8908 | 0826 ‘2% | FOOT | 0696 BOT | 890'8 | £ biz ‘18 | 910 9. $02 ‘SI |------ “-"JO]J9ZUT 94} JO 9UOZ “Te}J0ZzqQNg 
is caer 0°68 POR ore Mme Es eons “3 ae ee ee orgO ‘SUTATT AA 
Saki §6~vhh ea 0 '80F Z SLI _— ss... SLT Seer eee eee ETT Tet aati ee 
:OWV 
i alihend bili seece 0 ‘esT A eee Sener eh eaeckenrey medics erate cs fe ““"“"FITBO ‘yveg OJUSUIBIDRS 
Pees oc. Phe Pl. 0018 Ot 255 ies pA. ssvyy ‘MoosUBH{ “fH “T 
i *4081}U09 | JepuN pez,onsjsu0d 
g 0q 03 “3u0_D IFS ‘896 MB’T OITGQNY ul szyun oz 5 
= pus “Zu0D qi¢8 ‘191 AUT Qng uysyuneZ | 0g 8 j-- 0 E98 9% ¢ Lee ee Pe ist - ee tae ee x0W ‘N ‘s8ujidg uvpuy 
Pree ¢ Tier 6 tt” CP Pha) Ch oe Pe $ ¢ “7 """"X07 "N ‘TON Aleyxny puspry 
: pus "y 
Westin: Cicet Pitter tin 0 ZL ‘> Rs. Pee Tr ZSe et See ee HMO PE ie Ted ‘040 
Se Gs ce oe ee ee A ee eee ¢ ¥e0 ‘9 Ost Ost ne tens ne 
“TILA 91913 ‘s}run 022 |----" "~~ ee Meee ae 0 S90 ‘€ 02z 0 S801 g Glz etapa ee ae f'°N ‘onp9Ww 
‘'S.LVW 
“Ajopjugepuy pepusdsns yooforg |~ ~~~ ~~~ |r rnnnrorrrnnrrrnn[onnnnn= | 6 68 ‘T 98 ase fT re eee JIIBO ‘syed 
UE Bas i 0 962 ‘Z OLI 6 61 ‘I $8 Gsz et een et eet XOL ‘QqoM 
“IITA 91913 ‘s37U0 gpT [7 -- Bee PST Eee ttl Pout 2 eh ol ¢ 110% OST ge ee ee suBy ‘TTeuuopoW 
od Soret peregest tetternee ‘easter: 0 002 Z 00z 6 902 ‘I 06 Kt ee ee AON ‘peeig 
Peat: tanwe tose ~-""""1 0 962 ‘% OLT b L118 'l OFT ore I i aie wr erie ep ‘Apoow 
ee ¢ tie) o,f ikl. 2 aoe Eh cal. | Oe G G En SC. 
SUR NR Bs nhac Ik Cheat ona ote a ae 0 002 ‘2 002 ¢ ‘110% i ose ae ae ee een xO) “UITYysne'T 
‘AULLY 04 peli9jsusid te as eet ee oe ne ae eh hh O'1re ‘T OOorL eee se es ee xO,.L *AlBt) 
ee ee een o°LbI ‘T $8 O'16e ‘T 0OT ee ape as ene neietss: xO, ‘Opele’y 
Sere re. Te ee Pee ee € 929 ‘T SZI a eee aly ‘oxn’yT 
-O.LV 
a. se UC eerRT Tt 0 008 ‘g ae eS eT ...°450" we ets repr eae S[4O ‘e10uIply 
*9}0[dUI00 yuedIed ¢¢ 
Mou yoofoid Zulsnoy Alley A, Ul pepnyout 
ele “ZU0D YIF8 ‘TOT AVY OGNg Ul syyun ODE | ~~~~~~~ G— -~ gree iestrenirreess*2 | 0090 F 00¢ 0'S0T g eC ee a a ne ee O ‘g ‘meyg 
eed | 9 vintigleacucemianiade <Atees 0 '80T 8 ¢ DOU MS 
“IITA ®hL |--~ ~~ tee Pe | 0°0S0 00€ 0 ‘289 ‘Z 002 ee eter ne ee xaL, ‘194804 
*939]dUI00 Jusosed [g |~~~---~- — a rer eee ee | $289 ‘€ GlZ i. Been eee heen mer eee Sree Bq “nqung 
“ey0[duI00 
quedied 2 S}UN 2ST “pozofduiod syyum OLT |-------~ — fey 9 "vee % Z8I L°6L2% OLT eo ee eee XOW “N ‘S}40[9 
-OVIL 





= Otel, 





"NOTIVIT[IQVIel 1OJ pozy Joy Ne OO0E‘SIZ ‘I$ SOPNpOUy o1N3y stq,y, + 


“UOTJEP[IGVYII JO} PezT1OY INV OOO'9ST$ SOPNoUT oIN3y SIG, ¢ “UONJERTTIGVYOI 10} P9z]1OYUILie OOO'LTE*b$ OPNpOUy you svoq ¢ 
*s 21d IITA 91319 “MOTE JIGVYyIs 10} pezT1oyjNV 009‘OES‘ZI$ OpNpouy you seoqy 





JO] patopysuod Zuyoq 93B JO [ITA O31} 0} PosJojsuBI. UdEG BAL STUN Pellojop UJCLIED ¢ ‘syoafoid JIJA 9[3T} 40} poleprsuod Zuyeq 918 PolJojep SUN UTeWIIO 1 


l 


“poTeouwd JO peliejop s}]UN 900'ST 908 ‘I ess ‘e | 26st ‘ste | 999 ‘91 | 0'68h FAT | FEI ‘ST | 229 ‘GE | ee 18303 pug 











"1Z0 ‘9T 68h *€ 










— —| 

*pejsouBve JO pellajep sium 90¢°Z | S8Z gge “¢ ‘co 9 726 ‘29 Ze1 ‘§ 9 | zs9o‘s |7- xa bene ““""SBOSIOAO IO} [840,], 
*“peleouvd JO pollojop s}yun Qos*sT | 229 ‘T 816 6 0 ‘see ‘08 | 9°99Z ‘Z8T | 10 ‘ET | CF9 ‘TI | 066 ‘92 “soqzBig Pou [B]WEUT}UOD IOJ 1840, ], 
*poefsouvd JO pellejep sj}yun Z61‘ZI | $20 % 020 ‘9 0 ‘Ser ‘69 | FFI’ 0219 OIL 9 | SITS 826 °8 | OFS ‘0% eee aes ii 5, aa “7s Tejopqng 


*pojeouwo 10 peliojop sjyun ZeE‘TT | E98 ‘T 890 '€ 0 £26 '2Z | 691 0 696 ‘80T 9 | 8908 | & FIZ ‘18 910°9 | 892 ‘CI ant “"So78}g Pou [eyWeUyUODH 


| 
*pe[s0uBo JO pellajop s}yuN Ogg | 099 296 ‘% 009% ‘Ih | OSF'T 0 'Sh9'T 09 0 SOF‘! 296 ‘Z | 2b | eed SBesIOAO 
¢ 00109 ITY 


= —— | —______| | | = " nee a 









































*pe[souve 10 pallgjop sjyun LoZ‘T | 0 | £92 e 0 St c6P Z G29 ‘19 922 ‘% L269 ‘FZ » 682 *I | O10°S ects Fein ‘ ~~" Teqoyqnug 
a a -_ wus —E au} a inns | 2 a - ae 
*po[s0uee JO poLigjop s}7uN 690‘T | 0 OFT ‘2 0 Ete 8 268% | 9862 'F Zze 602 ‘ Ae. Teneeeer "~~" SB0S10AO 
& *‘pajeouvd JO pellajep s}7UN ggg | 0 SIt‘t P88 1 OOF ‘OZ > | ZIF‘T | 108 ‘LT |-~ ; ““$878Ig PeTUQ [eIueUT}UOD 
<x 1 ‘AABN 
“pelojop S}7UN ZoO'F | LEe €£0 9 0980 9 OFZ 0 6¢2 °¢ O'SST 19 ¢ Lit ® eZ OL | Tejojqng 
| 
*poltajop sium Z8¢ | 8ZT 98S 0 ‘199 ‘2% 96 0 016 ‘FI | 0OL 0 ze 'F 80% 100 ‘I a Tas ae SBOSIBDAQ 
“pellgjep sun core | 602 | 2bL‘S 0 ‘Sse ‘% Ost 0 ‘S80 ‘89 620 ‘S 0 ‘298 ZIZ‘b | 126 | < ~"""$0987g PozUQ [eyueUTIWOD 
1 :AUIIy 
sre[jop SIe{[Op SIBT[op | 
jo jo jo 
spues symp spues sug spues syiup 
4081} -“noyL -noy,L -noyL 
-u00 
syIBUey uZ{sep | Jopun |~ ri. 8. 44neT.- [aa —— oh ah queurzieded AreqT WW 
Jepuy 40 "BU0D Its *BU0D PEs [830.L 
poor “TOL MB'T OIQN ‘CQL ABT O11qNT 
“M09 *BuU0Q 4IF8 








‘896 AB’T OF/QNd 





uoTIeZLOyINY 








99104 LU 942 pun ‘hava oy? ‘hwmsp oy} 





fo syuswjivdeq ay) sof swp.iboud worjnzisoyjnn Uu01j9N1}8U0d fhspzIpIW sapun paziioy nn Bursnoy fipupf yo fo Lo6] ‘Tg “uns uo snjznj}s Burmoys p10dagz 

















81GB} JO Pus 1B 89}0T}007 90g 





Seseeseaguace eet Arete | geg'| |-*-*-----*-00 0880 = [-oe soon [on nn ennsennnen eden |ienceeen|enanewasnseaseesen|------------1gqagy ig “AON |-7--*" “"O88E OOIOT NV YOY O99 
eae a ““QOGE WOMB | OE [Trem n proce nerremennntnnnnnnes[annennnesnscenanna|acneconnn---| gQu6l ‘BE “AON |-"-~~""“es¥q e0l0d ITY ofAeniAia 
700109 ITV 
ee ee ee ae L961 Td | #8 en Be eee a a ne 
era eae 1 Oe rn a OY | Se O96L SE “dod, po---mmmmmemennnn n= CRBBAO 340g 
:AULIV 
aR ear Say srr eiee pe St ee ender ce. tee. ye eee ee ten tenon reo TTS nee) CePaSaTY 
te enna ea ae oa eer ae a ea a ee 
ee eee as ee ee e996 ‘ZE wer |----~~-----"""esBg OO10g JPY ORN'T 
:00104 ITV 
euseeee yy tessa sar eee et <9 mer roer es oto cy L961 ABW | 602 9961 ‘Og ‘wer |---~~~-~~"---"-"WOHVeIg 480, BUN A 
pe nes. ee “See ue ee "}e996 ‘0G “eql |--~~~-~-------* BoNGoeN A WOT 
-AULIY 
eR act eaoca retained ick. 5... te aes 2... CA eS weit Teed. a ae are 
Sor sere ener ene ae erT =======-|--pggy JoquieaoN |~-~~-~~~|-7-7~7-7777-77--777] 7-7-1 --- 2961 asmany | Fz | 996 ‘2 “deg |----------- "SV WN Piel Uueg :Aaen 
a ee ee ea wee eo a ee eee 9961 ‘PE AB [~~~ ~ ~~~ 77" ~~ BON Jey¥ONY WOT 
— Fibieress pene ee ee eT ee 29961 ‘OL “uBe |---~-7-~7-- ION Joyony Wor 
ee ee ee a Leet Aine er ny, L961 ABN | 00F a wee” oS ee oe 
Acnadnilattnnsce pian gues E eae. .|[nnnedilabtitltihithd~ deancanndjovenananasanncenas}e~anwendfacerenesdasodiliins 99618 “9d |""~"~~"---"S "ON [BUaSIY QUd\spoy 
L961 oUNL | 01% ’ peuyquioo{ 2Sy6l‘Z1 ‘0eq, |---------"-T ‘ON [euasry au0}spex 
are eet a oe ek ee ae 9961 ‘IZ ABIL |~--~"-""- "7S (ON UBTPEIOOW 1405 
aan. S061 Gore | ONL «fn : a woomemnnsensatorerconnes== te M6 '® "QOH |------"-- TON UBIPIOOW, Wog 
:AULIV 
Soret eames aegis oe... eee ee i eet Pee Ne ee eee) eee 
eee ene aS. Cees Fiarneet 1 nee --------2-2------ 1 oes eee eens | e-*r- 1] eee -oo- or oe 
Se es ees Ss ee ees eee seine meene | eat te aoe 1 ee: Ue ee eee 
eee ed se oael e.8.....- we oes ee ee ee woweseoen=| e8'E ~ eee) eae ee ne 
—_ ed ee oe ne od a R= es are {830} puBig) 
SU | Mep poyeMAsS| | SHUN | Hep PeEUTIS| | SUN | ep poyeUTTysY | SHU | Sep poyeUNTsy a 
poa 
rT sseo0oid uy -de o38q UOTE[[VISU PUB 94B1¢g 


ejo1dm100 yoofoig 40813000 J9 





pun 


pozdoooe Joppig pesi}eapy 


L961 ‘gf “4dy fo sv ‘szoaloud Bursnoy (avyadng) [ITA 2111 fo snjnj78 yuawmdoza0eq 





(SNOILVTIVISN] GNV SSILUGdOUd) ASNAAAG] AO AUVLEUNOAG LINVLISISSY FHL dO DAO *§ “ON LUVHH 








1470 






























































reer tk, etait tie tantee: ames tae ies =U” OM hie! mati armed UU! he LO6L ‘8 ‘ON “----"""Aulepeoy s104 IPTV :0010q TV 
EFS Sip Theta st oases eae sas eere tessa beens een Ea ee erases ene mn er eae ean eRe aN e ore -ap- 0% 9961 °9 ‘ady |---~-~"~  [wuesry uyeIuNo;y Ayo0y 
Pee ORNATE, TEND en aT mene hee ee ponewans “-7"""~ peg ABI | 0% ay een godoq sousuplo viqend 
sunt unioteoreressresern nn wae Pere ene ee nr eE eee ape a ane Sern OP sene aE eR ReOrSEwsSeeaee rss Terr “=== "==" 1 CC6T ‘ZT “dad, [~~~ ~~~" 77-8 ON WOsseQ Woy 
ee eet S961 Jsn3ny | LIZ te ee aE tes EE ee eee ee ee aE ee ee ee ee ee eee i ee re 

:AULIY 
Jontes SPSS Cass SSCS SC SESE Be PEENESSESESS SS SH Sepa Se scelewesesecoeeSSsedeo[besseses ig sesseseesecesens Zt paral earurers ~aaeennnnnene=n== (OR IST 18303) OPB1OIOD 
Liccpeieeg, Beet Sete taeeeeeess.. “Seis Gicocks 1 waneeecceosipasren=ngr "°°" 208) Tey 1a L96T “OZ “IRIN Car Pe oy as 
eee re et pesecs= een Cae. es 296i Tady | 00g pre a es, ee OA iow og "Pa V S4e1L 
ie ee 2s wee Ee i LL ee eee 9961 0S “3dag j--~~" ~~~" -"S "ON WAV PlvUXG 
ME ee ce ease wooo prmern nebo" geet AlUMIGay [777777 |o nnn emnnnnn = 2e6T Jequiaded | 002 ¢ s9S6T'G “Oudt |~~-~~~"-"-"" "TON HAV PscUxO 
ARERR 78S e ene nro ee eee, ee ee ee Weceeeeas ee ethane eter tc oe SZI 9 9961 ‘6% “IVI |---~ een aA V UBT OOW 
HE a! sate RETO RRRRENE! a alae ~-""gggT Lrenuus |~-~- ~~~" ]-~o ono m momo hmmm eT JOQUIGAON | OVO ¢ s996I ‘OL “Sny [----- "oe ay COWS 

0107 ITV 

ReNasesa ses pega een tam oe ete LOGI JOQUIOAON [~~ 777" “omni n mm nennn nnd enn smn n=) ===" 296] genany | 969 29961 ‘92 “idy “7T=e=="==" BV VOW aavlow 
aperneenr=""*"Sn0T AOIIt e Ol oT ee en tr nn a ee re oe cYSoT ‘08 “IB |--~ "OLA VN San Jule 
See rte en ee nr aes : “--""1>"""gg6T Aaenuee | 009 L961 6% “UB |--- “"""" §SVOW 0101 (a 
Ba Rn See ee ae "2961 doquiaoeq, [~~~ ~~~" inmmnn ns" 2o6T soquleydeg | 1h Q961 ‘YT Ajit |------ ~--"-"""" “SV VN 029090 [a 
ee ee ee ee er co ee ee a eee VS6T ‘IT “3deg |--- coon) “BRO ene 

-AABN 
prea! ine. TT op et eee ee T*-"1e-"-"" "2B YL Ss Poet ee oes +. A ee : ">" GouBy 4yooy OAT, 
ee. eee) ern Tee 8 ateaaiene! Sneiaatnenlib stipes .\ alumichcy scuanpenie: ere ho Wer. a “““WVV Gav SMABLL 
ere een ere ae ee por eer io ene ee Te So Oe “""-"""6 "ON VVYV vospuelg uBg 
Renae 68ers ere oee eee PE WeneEE Peer nero meen eaeaee “£961 Joquiaydog | %Z sO96T ‘9% “ICN | ~--~~--" TON VVY SSputiy aeg 
aaa SMES Side ae Aa oo alee Re Red ie EI enc ate et poeigg peng: Sere egng 4 L961 AVI | 006 gg61 ‘et Arne Poe ee Z°ON PAO Hog 
waeSe* 2 tw. SL BS eke eh <aeahahie inhes aa patceesar teers = oe en ee ee eae eee eee 
Saneeer eer aa eee re nee ry ere me oe eae ee eon open ae ene er eee er ey OS6T'@ ABW |~-~~~~~~ 77777777" LV puRTABO 
le ae eee ta eee ee a es fe rea Ze ar) Be oe wor eeenennnnn=-"8 CN So] ouy SvJT 
EAE ai ak cieme arias coceres, “2961 Aqng |-------" erro ence ee ee eee ee c9961 ‘6 “ady |--~--------"-"-""@ “ON sofesuy soy 
Seresee eee eee art a Sr sae er eB ek rn ee ee ee ene ¥% 9 9861 ‘bS “Qed |-~~~~-~7 7-777" TON Soposuy syT 
Pe ee ee ee ee ee ee ee eee ee Zll»s Pe) £OR 2 weight i ULM] Cure 
Sonar De ec ce teat ae ec one ere Bente te ocod re a ek ee 9961 ‘Ig “uel |-~~~~-~----~"""""T "ON upanay dump 
See ee eeenene — a ee ee en ee Ze ~) ee se Z ON [8Usesly ePousg 
ee ee Oe Beene RE eect a ose ne dee L961 Av | @ sOS6I‘ “BAL | ~~ ~---- "> ION [Bussiy Bpoueg 

‘AULIY 
ea ere Sg ricer inet ose -o-esrroe=ornr eee | areeecsemer serra 8 See sraersrerer acy jreeeneerneennnnnn=" (he gte: EReOt) PIZOIEO 
S30 | Sp PUSH | SHUN | vp poyeuys| | SUN | Wep poywuysy | SUN | ep pojeulys” il 

AO 
= sse00id uy -de o38q UO}}BI[BISUy PUB 0787g 
9j9[du100 yooforg 408.14000 Jopuy, peydeooe Joppig pes}} 0A py 





penunu0g— ger ‘gf ‘udp fo ev ‘syoloud Bursnoy (janyedvg) JIA 91103 fo enjojs yuowdojoaeq 


| 
| 
| 








1471 


ror WOES 8 = 


~ “L861 Joquieoed 


Pere re eee ee ee ee eee 
ee ee ee ee ee 2Zs61 ysngny |---"---~ 
eR See ee eee a ee ey 1861 JoquIeAON |~~~""-"~ 
ne ee ee ee Ce ee, ee me aT ae Ls61 ABW | O9T 
eer | ~--"=~9e61 oun | S8E Sn! ae 2] 
er eee a ee ee 
See Bene at ot eee “1961 Jequiezdeg |----~ 2 
or --gc6t Arenues | 000 ‘T OP Oe ee se 
eee ee en eee e680 Se eee | O9T 
ea eee 8S61 9UNL | OS at AP. 
ia sihiasedeiadiall ih acmasamtamnde teed Ae eatis deen Al ines td op-----|-------- 
We ge eee eae ee | ~ ~""3961 gsngny |------~~ 
ici dual ~-“gogt Arenuee | 00¢ et eee 
eee TOM eS eee ee oes > Soe 7 gcse Tady |------ 
SE Te ee ee gc6l eung |----- 
Sen se oh ee os 
Senmecird ne te eeenenereeeea] enero ea] eeeeeee2 2 gp: --]------"- 
Peano a a, ee 
ae Aca ah at aisiciaintalibimiehaeae 026 csp eee, Dn ane 
eee ee ee | 
ee ee ee ee ee eT “1961 4OQUIDAON |-~~~--~~ 
wereeen=1-"""SS6L 10q0790 | 009 ee eT aa eT “CN 
jase se ----2------------] 999 ae sseactneined ' 
eee ee ee tee Yl ~--=" =" og] Jequrezdeg 
ote oye ee ae L961 [lady | 9 
acre je aT oO a Tee. eee Zg61 Aine |-- ~~~" 
teed  kineeeneeeiedoer ¢- eon. “£861 [dy | SF 
ee ee ee ee 
eee oe Se ec eee te ee ee eee ze 
Pate Ce ae ee 5 eee “-""" 2861 [udy | 09 
ieee fa. 6a ee Le 











ee ecnereecewcaicecewen=i~""" 2067 2000390 | 00S s 

Pe Mee ee L.61 isnany | Elz 

pai tas sninnene—nesesnente> tae aoe 6 wae e 

CER wa ee A 
ee tate | ees eee A a 
Ncocustia wane nana itperaUeilwasssckii Tete ote ern 

Me tt re. eee Se as eee 
eee en ten ~"] "7777" I--" ==" 266T aume | SZI ‘Ts 

Sy ceeienniccn catia aaainaatt cancer 2 tei< 
a tre goign ete ---gog, Arenues | 68Z 

eet et ee BS61 Ye | 000 T 

Pe a ms eae ae oes ““gc6l AlBnuBS | Zp 

BPM ee ol ee eee Llz 

rete ne eee oe 

em ora | : eames 
Se st ere Le6T ABI | ZI 

aetei ae eho: yO iets aces ae 
Sear ee ite yneer Sd 
wr] rest soamerdeg | C08 es 
Preseat Shape ore oe ee ee, 

See aa I ode a ee 
acineeda tacclintaseie dh oceania 
Sons cone nas ATID cian ae ies 





9761 ‘bZ “290 
79.61 ‘8% ouns 
69.61 “bl “IB 
9261 ‘LI “Gea 
cs6l ‘es “0d 
c986I ‘IZ “Gea 
9961 ‘81 “Ady 
9e6I ‘OT “uBr 
986 FZ “G9q 
29961 ‘9 ‘ues 
c9S6l ‘62 Guns 
29961 ‘€ “AON 
c96I ‘VE ‘98d 
gs6r ‘ot Atne 
9861 ‘TE “VIC 
48618 “Gea 
== OD" 
9961 ‘2z “39g 
29961 Z “IV 
s9961 1€ “uBs 
---**s0p--- 
“129961 ‘9% “IB 
9861 ‘6I “290 
“",0p 
or? eet | 





*[9q¥} JO Pus 3B so}0T}00F veg 


Joumy, 
sujqgoy 
Apoow 
700104 ITV 
oouds| 
Aueqry 
:AABN 
Pee ee oot “e-e="""9IBMOIS 4107 
ee “-“MOs19y GIP W410 
““-WOpPlO‘) 1107 
“oo =--"""-SiTUUeg 410i, 
sAULLY 


AAA A ee ee en oeeeeee 


~~----- “arenes er ry TepUuAL 
wren cerecenes- "GF V ALI 
“aren -=-<<"—«F TV DBo SIO 
+ ----------------=- “Gav usa 
380109 ITV 
“77-7 "SVN PPh 3unia 
aoa wn ==-=-"=""" OW AT BIOOBSUOT 
bonwe ats “TOWN Allo tureueg 
sneccoecoosereee a a en ae 
ereneren-------- ““SVN 489M AO 
:AABN 
wear ecena srr eeene-ne-- (gep'g ‘[8}0}) VplIOL. yz 
wee een ene ------- VV uo ZuTYyse M 
eeeeewenencee anecen BNI 04 
:AUIIY 
“=-=======(9QT *18403) BIQUINJOD Jo 4dT14SIq 
wnaweennaan=="="9 (ONT TW JGAOC 
en enere-seecenne I ON Ga V 40a0g 
700109 ITV 
cnenens “~==-==-==""(Qnnty 18103) QIBMEIOC 
------------- PON VVV Ps0j1eH 
~------- ““""§ “ON VVV Pi0j11eH 
a Z°ON VVY psojusy 
<0 seewsecces TON VVV P40j118H 
— “---"8 "ON WY Wodospiug 
“-----===--@ “ONT Wy quodespg 
-+-------- LON VV }Odespg 


:AULIy 


~ern-== == (502 *18403) JNOTOeUNOD 





1472 





syn | eyep poyeuysg” 


ojordur0o yooforg 





00€ . 
chu % | 
cee ° wa fate | 
0F9 r 
“segr Arne | 
Lo6l ABN | 
0OT | 
GlZ ‘T ’ 
: SCG6L WIV 
0 89 LS61 [dy | 
ae op 
| Lo6t Arne 
089 i. 
LS61 40q0290 
, Loot Aine 
= “""8c61 ABW 
a zs6t Arne 
LS6I snany 
* ~~~="=""p06T Arne 
~oeeeni- ==" 1961 49q0790 
= ~~ “Sc6I {Ivy 
a ———————— ced 
syuyp oJep poeUyys| 








-~ -- - j 


““}-"""""" 2061 Pady 





408.14u00 Jopuy 











aol 
000 G | 2 = 
000 *% . 
pare 
i op 
Lo61 Tady 
syyuy OVP poyeUllIsy 





peydoooe Jeppig 












































pes} JoAPV 


sseooid uy 


] a 
— ; See | OO s 
[T= 9961 ‘6 ‘uBr 
——— =| = 
es ; jc9S61 ‘IL “uve 
i ~ “1 06% ‘% ABW 
ere jc9961 ‘IT “uBr 
| S&F ‘2 ABW 
£eh oF. 
002 ‘gl “Q0a 
, ‘g “00q 
ee9 — 826 | 
gcet Arenuer | oZE » 
bo 
op i) 
--= 061 AVIV | 0Z 9c61 ‘6 AB 
801 
“L961 Aime | 069 ‘8 ‘09d 
LOGI ABI | OST OS6I ‘IT “Ady 
31 Arenigeg | og is9S61 ‘81 “dy 
--- - 8Z ¢ — ; op” 7 
: “-""4961 Tady | OF Pet ae 
: op” 9° — oe 
oe tad “-"-"2661 ABI | OT ee ee 
“a ~-----yee, Ame | Set "8 “Q0q 
ee 2, pont sf ee 
“=--==1==JogT roquieooqy | 01Z 9961 ‘0% “deg 
syugQ | op poyeuyysq” 


poaold 
-dv o38q 





. = ~ “@8Bq Jo[ssog 
: qld Woy 
~--------=nosuyor LOYoT dug 
:AULIY 
: — ~~~ (190°E *[8103) BURTSTnO’T 
xouy Og :AUIIY :(ZP0'? ‘Te}03) AYonjuey 


"FTV IH Axourg 
~ CAV TeaaoHjopw 
; AAV $eqioy 
100104 ITy 
SVN UosuTyoiny, ‘AABN 
AOI WOT 
Z ON QWOMUIABY'T 4.107 
I “ON Q}OMUIABIT 3.107 
sAULIY 






~(9g8°z ‘[810}) sesuv yy 
‘dVW 
Od WV :(SZE ‘Te}0}) Bmoy 





AYO XNoIg % 


dav tH yun -s107 Ty 
ob e[[AUOsIeyor 
“SON VVV Alen 
: TON VVV Ales 
-AULLY 


“(882 *[830}) ‘eueIpuy 


O.LN S048] JeoIp ‘AACN 

uBpLieygs 3104 

aa AND oueIDH 

. VV Os80IqD 

“Pp “ON VV O880ITD 

£°ON VY OsB8oIqD 

. Z ‘ON VV O8801q0 

: “LON VV O880IqD 
AULIY 


~~" (g80‘T 18309) sjourT{T 
“Aay ouloy, ure 
-uno WW 7(0ZZ T8103) +OYepy 


1001049 ITV 


UOTIEI[VISUT PUB 97BIg 





penunu0g—Zg6I ‘gr ‘udp fo sv ‘s,00foud Bursnoy (japyadng) JITA 97143 fo snjzojzs yuawdojzeasq 


manent = 








1473 


o--e5--]-5- “geet Areniqeg 
fess Susaeee --- 5 --" 2061 sn3any 
each ahah wane nn nn ee nn-n---|--+2-- “1961 Jsn3ny 
sitadksmipetscccsses - pon asa <<e => op--7" 
oot ani --se-=-55 ~-"---|-"7e6] Joquie}dog 


; a. : “-==="1"""" 2661 1040990 
. . : “~"-"" yee Arne 


sasee2 --- ose<= : “ LE61 2090900 
adeeesa: -------- <<< ¥s “-""" 1061 [dy 
sésere' Ss wae ess-----------]-=<-0-- “2961 JequrleaoNn 









= ae ee . “---"="2e6T Apur 
- Se te ee ee S861 Youeyy 
* er ee Se ee a ~““" 1061 suns 
Ree oe tk stale “~~ 106T ABT 
a ee a nee ai cae Re L961 [lady 
eT oe ahs ee en ida 
menus rae eers os = , “~~ -"1¢6T oun 
eet Ts oes “L861 Jonany 
Secscsasbescdscia segeeMbetecness --)961 Ane 
Sees concern eee “""" 2861 10qowO 
—— apy “~onon= Te" 2667 sequreoey | 
————_a. oe “2961 Tady 
i a == 
See a ea S86I Yow | 008 oy 
u 








“L861 dy | OL 





rere I ““ [861 JoquieoeqT 


""~"296T Jsnsny 
} ‘}77777 72861 THdy 


op----- 
“2861 Arne 


: “--" 7061 Jsnsny 
L961 ACW 


pens --" 1061 ysnany 
ees ~~“ 2861 Jsnsny 


“--=" 1661 Av 
~--)--"" es, Alenues 


op-- 
“L961 [lady 
“---" 2661 ABI 


Ls61 Av 
“----"" yee, Arne 
“1061 Joqulojdey 





‘91GB] JO pus 7B $9}0U}OOJ 99g 


| | ‘dVW 
29861 TI “ues yIN[NG :90107 AV :(Opz ‘18}0}) BJOSOUTT PY 


OFZ 


et 


leQ96r ‘ZI “wer 

9961 ‘FI oun 
te 

c9S6I ‘2 “G9q : 


“""“qay wAMBS 100107 IV 

~---=--""=-s80ony dulvp 

~eeeee"6 ON VV W029C 

nome TON VV 30430 
sAULIY 


OFE & 
el 
ze 
09 


~~ (909 *18309) UBSTyoOI 


org 9g6t ‘oz Ainge “Ga V JeAojsoM 
O29 e s¥S6I Sz ‘uEr aAV woosuvy 


100109 ITV 
“----q pue Y WH 4oWeN 
' “““suvA0d 110g 
--""g "ON WVWV woisog 
“-Z "UN WV¥ aois0g 
‘ ----""T “ON PWV woisog 
“-"""=""syueg qlOW 


‘9% “Ged 
Z ‘wy 
““, Op . 

=". Op. 77 
‘62 “Gog 
I “dy 


Gop t 
¥Z + 
91 


9% 


-AULLY 
ak. ae eee ee es ~--="=(999T ‘[Ujo4) SygesntoRsse yy 


“Gav SMoIpuy ‘910g Ity 

--""""OY N UIsyueIfeyO :AAGN 
q IGE HUN Wow 
eee ~~ *  epBey 07 
; Toner" SUV 838d CT 
“---"DATGBlOH 440g 
~~~“ ¥oejod 1404 
“VV soul [tg 

:AULIY 


‘oe 
‘SI 


ccé6l 
9961 
29961 ‘F 
2 9S6T ‘92 
e986 ZS “eq 
YS61 ‘FZ “uBLs 
29961 ‘0g ouns 
299616 “Gog 


“29d 
‘00d 
“dy 
“16 


ose t 
Gel 


861 
eo 


aI 





(298‘T ‘18}09) puvpAre yy 


"gay Mod ‘010g ITy 
“"“SUN JOqIvy JoqUT A 
~-"""""OYN 4OLAsunig, 

:AABN 


cy96I $ "WV dav Suyioy :Auy 


“""" (QFO'T ‘T8909) ouTE IY 


9S6T “82 ° 
~~ Ie S96T “UE 


9861 ‘TT 


“a Ay pavpoug 
190104 ITV 


“SV VN tlioq] MeN ‘AACN 








‘PO | 





1474 

















































































* 2 chs spapppeiapeateiahenaiena eee eae i eg eee ee si os | 92 l996r ‘9¢ “IB |~--~~-~~"" "7" “T “ON qoooueH Jog 
a esseeeany wen Th. 1. ee ee ee |~~-""" 2061 ABI | ZOL 9°61 “FI “AB es paar “XI 0g 
eee ee ee c Se ee ee = }~-"""" "2961 ABIL oe 9861 ‘81 “Ady % AD peeW *AL?t 
:AULIY 
: StBavswauess wnnnnne-] gy [onneneneneeeseeee — ~-----2-| |--------------=- --| 068 ‘z ene ama “---= (eT 0'¢ ‘12}0}) Losier MON 
PaaS G bab nansa sensi SanpyaReetes ~-----+---]--------|------------- ~-| -------|-------- ----=+1 9995020 tt" -g'op7->- ““-Z "ON Ga V WInours}10g 
oe cent en|a n-ne nnncewennnne : --"""" 08] OuNnS “1661 adv | OOI ‘T FRO jeS961 ‘€ “AON “““T "ON @aV Ynouls}10d 
00104 ITV 
soneene-]--2--- ss w2--]- == oh verse soe “O0L ‘I eats 009 io , . “-(ooz'T ‘T8109) sarysduey, MON 
ees pacers : | oO Pee hee oe eree “"""1,9961 ‘61 “uBe "dav P 
et aoe — re aoe . ee a : 7 ad S6E ¢ iI OE “O9C . aa | 
Seen peeeesapemggacamataie v Secee en ee rene Shee eyo aera eee ae re —. £«¢tr. i ae (OF0‘T ‘T8}03) BPVAIN 
Saewseeafassesnsvenssennsend-nesrecc[annenonsnrnares aah sores : o epvenyrestfyaenseweses Rnewey 91%» nea. idee . ‘ON Gav NO 
—_— ee re yet “"""SOGL WoIV yy s . ““|"" L961 JequrIe0ed | OOP e 9861 ‘ZI “390 | “““T "ON Gav Ngo 
oe aa ~woe==1=""" 1661 10Q0290 2 L961 ysnsNy | 009s 9o61 ‘6 ‘“uBr ; “qa y upooury 
00107 ITV 
PERE aenegseSSS65% : : CELE RN ESS SPE SSs -- aie : dail ecole 912 ‘I ? 4 “--""(Q1Z‘T ‘18304) BYSVIqON 
“day wo 
ets Siete net sping eer celal “"""SC6T Go1eyy aed a 3 ““Sc6l Arenues OOF ¢ 9S6I ‘OZ “AON “Wey :80107 ITV :(00F ‘[810}) BuBUOT 
waee cena] soeneeeenaseoe-=-[-==-===-1- 2087 gaquieydeg - - --zo61 Ang | O02 9961 ‘FZ “UBr AAV MYApUBly) 100107 ITV 
oo ener ene Se ' rea | : or SS a 9961 ‘92 uns Z ‘ON pooM “T WOW 
oaeneey . - — ““"2S61 ouns we ae L961 tidy | 6&9 59961 ‘IT ABW F “TON PooM “'T HO" 
>. 7 con ~~ “L861 4990790 ee ae eee "2961 ysnany | oF 49618 “9a ney) “""TOPMOIY WON 
:AULIY 
ae ied St ee he Te ee te ey " 7 siaiepenietanstte , os ‘ja “-"""($20°% ‘18}04) TINOSs| 
---- eeeene o-nna--=- “gog] JoquIE0N(] - =="=1-"2¢67 JequIe00d | OOF 9861 ‘EI *0q ; “AAV PfAuees£) 
woo noeed-====---gg6T A[DL | O8b Or eras Beene ere = . hee ee . “ga Vv snqumjoo 
100104 ILV 
eee Ne re eae “-~"==-9¢61 ounf |-~~ ‘ on ““"""SC6T YOIBI | Z8E QS6I ‘9% *90C "SV VN UBpHoyy :AAGN 
Pees ce wean coe on a crane oka ees 282 Se ~smmmnnn==(Z9e'T ‘[8903) Tddysstsst 
sug | ep peyeuyjsy | SzUQ | ep poyeUIs| | szUugQ | ep poyeUTsY | siugQ | Weep peyeUIs| 
poaoid 
tte = , . ae rn —a—T Pe ee at TP te eens & aeons GF -de ojeq UOTIRIIE } pus 03839 
eyo[du100 4yoofoig qv81jU00 Jepuy poydeooe Joppig poes]VIOAPYV 
| 








penunu0g—zg6r ‘gf ‘udp fo sv ‘spaloud Buisnoy (jsnyadng) JIA 91927 fo snus puawdojoaaq 











1475 





dca danisescticac fe 
poser se gIZ ‘I 
“9961 sequredacy | #8z 


“""""296T Isngny 98% 'T 





= 


|" L961 49q wieydog 








~- eG] 19quIeeCT 


}~""""Ze61 Isngny 


“---""" 4961 [Hdy 
Lg6I eunr 


“--gogy Areniqeg | 


“L961 JoqUIBAON 
~ L961 49q uIe0eCT 
- ges, Arenues 


LE61 JOQUIOAON 
- ~~" y96T ABW 


| 008 ‘T 





“2961 Arne 


ern 
cae 3 | 
® op 

op” 
=a 


’ Legit eunr 


~-gogy Arenues 
~~" Se6T QoByy 
~""" "2861 Arne | 
“-“Je6, Jsnany 


“2061 Tady 


S961 Youeyy | 
- r op” 


“2861 ysn3ny 


oo ““op” | 

















“L961 [lady 
~~ 2@6T 40q uIE00q] 


| “L961 Isnsny 
Lg6{ Jequieydeg 


-"~ 1961 1240390 


LE61 10q0190 





Le6{ Jequieideg 


ze61 Arne 
op 





op” 
op” 
op” 
op- 
op” 
— Le6t Avy 
“L961 [dy 


LEGIT JOQUIBAON 
|” LG6[ Jaq uIs00eq 
Zg61 [lady 


|-------"ze61 ABW 


LEG Jequls0eq7 
Lo61 euns 
Loot Avy 


op 





j 
| 
j 
| 














‘SI ‘AON 
09g ‘0% ‘99q 
PRL ‘T ‘ST “Geq 

‘I “28 

‘gz “uRs 

9661 ‘eT “3deg 
| 9861 ‘9¢ Arne 
| 

008 + - ¢9Op 
| t op- 
c9S6I ‘ST “uBe 
OII ‘¢ ; 
91Z ¢ 29861 ‘QI “dy 
OSE ¢ 261 “utr 
00E ¢ “qe4 
"AON 
06Z e “ube 
OOF V3qd 
OZ BW 
al Ivy 
SP 961 “SZ suns 
L "g op 
80z c9S6I EZ “Geq 
PSI 2 Op” 
SEZ 961 62 “99a 
£0¢ % 
00F | 9861 ‘Iz “dag 
I¢ 961 61 99d 
8 cOS6I ‘Ez “Ady 
cL | 961 ‘IE “90q 
s96I LT “G94 
reg . 
OOL ‘Ts s Op 
oor c9C6I ‘FI “VW 
OZ 961 ‘9z ouns 
c9S61‘b “Ady 
&% 29861 ‘6I “eq 





“a1qRy 


spunoiry 


O4t) 


JO plod JB 89} 0000] dey 


@AV uosuyos-inourseg 
aa V edodg 








10 
SVOW tied 449q9 
AVOW Jealy MON 





ASV jUlog AVAIBH 
SVYVN uolUepy 
eunere’y « ‘Oo 
sAABUN 
ON B2e1g, 0g 
ON S881g, 14104 
es | Mog 
-AULIY 





HOW 





Cys ‘[810}) BUTTOIBO [WON 


AAV swsnowitg 
fav 2opNs 

HAV Wenos 

aa V 21ngs}ed 
AVI SUB BIBSBIN 
dav Sswmuy 


720104 IV 
YWOMSPE AM 14104 
u9}}0.], 1104 
USPTEL 1404 
ON VVV B18SBIN 14104 
ON VVYV BIRSBIN 110g 
VVV OA MON 
F fer 0g 

AULIY 


ggi‘p ‘18 





) YAOX MON 

AAV UvuUIOT[O-] :80410g ITY 
AL, Spurs o71y MW DAAGN 
10daq] PAO eeRAUT MW 





Z “ON 
SuIAoig spueg sIU A 

"LT “ON 
SUIAOId mS stu A 





AULIY 
(R99 “T@104) OOTXATY MON 


eno W 
euIn DoW 
:8010q ITY 
Z ‘ON Yynouru0yy 3.104 
I ‘ON YInouru0yy 40g 
Z ON yooounH 1.104 








56066—- 





1476 


| 


syugQ | eep peyeulis| 





aje[dur09 yooforg | 





C61 Isn3ny 
Lo6I 18090 
LO61 ABI 





LOGI JeQUIBAON 
Ze61 Arne 


op 
Ls61 Arne 


op 
SS6T Youvyy 


| 
| 


syjugQ | ep poyeuys| 





syuy 


Le61 Tidy 


“L961 [dy 


eep poyeulyys, 





poydsao0e Joppig 





Loot Avy 





6r Arne 
16 
16 
Le6 tequieydeg 
LE61 Av 
Le61 ABN 
FZ 
4 | 
| op” 
gc6, Arenues 
sup eyep poeUlls| 


pes|}JOApy 

















































OFT AAV Ppeswm[o -wloy ITV 
008 VASO djeperry { -AABN 
OFI + VVV G4ings}ild 
PEL s Z°ON VWVYV ®ydpperiud 
ze 1 ON VVV ®I4djepeiqd 
OF GW) ®ydpepeyd 
a‘) stequing) MaN 
AMILIY 
‘I eset ‘[e104) BruvapAsuued 
OL L861 ‘8ST “G94 aAV Mea YwULLy 
O2Z s 98619 ‘“UuBr A VW SPA Weare 
80104 ITV 
062 . 06z ‘[8}04) UOZII1O 
OFZ ¢ HAV BuUuvA 
SUZ Ga V 194 
oos HAV UwULeys5-uoju 
OcL a@AV 210 
OOL aav 
SbF RbP‘'Z ‘[B109) B 
0Sz mox 
OOF « 9861 ‘1% “ABI x YIO"] 
104 WV 
Zl 2 Op £°ON VVV puBpeag)D 
Fz 2 Op Z°ON VVV purpeaad) 
961 ‘IV TON VVV PurpPAagD 
-AULLY 
9R9 (O12 ‘I 
OSt Gav Ul 
OFZ Sy4oq publ 
| | e104 ITV 
069 } are (069 *[8}04) BIOXVC WIWION 





poaoid 


sse00id uy -dv 048q 


| 


penunu0g—ze6] ‘er ‘udp fo sv ‘spaloud Bursnoy (juvyadng) JIA 9114 fo snznjs yuawdojaaeg 








1477 


Ser weeede- ae 


C61 IOQUIDAON 
C6 Jequieydeg 


' 
‘ 
t t~ 


7 ~ "a, + 
ae op 
vo ~-ze61 Ajne 
E ““} ~~“ LG6L 48qQ0WO 
, “ze6t Arne 
: ; ae “ge61 Ausnues 
““ 166] seqmaideg 


"1°" ""286T 10Q07190 
. 4 Lc6I wsnany 
am : ze61 Aine 


CGI J9quTN00(] 


Ane 


“"} 690 ‘T 


48 


C6 J9quIe00q 





i . 


ge6t Arenigey 


s] taquie}deg 





op 
“166 4oqQuIZ0e(] 


a on 
Lc61 ysnzny 





“2061 Jequieydeg 


Ze6T oun | OOT 
ete rt 
i a OOP ¢ 

ee 00¢ 


“""" 2061 ABI | ChE 

LS6L ysn3any 

~~" 2661 ABI | U0 ¢ 
L961 JOQUIOAON | CET 

“z¢61 Ame 


“---segt Arne | 92% 


“op 
e61 Av 





“"""296T ABT | 06F 
LOGI JOQUIDAON | IST ¢ 
Is e 
-= 1661 Ang | 009 


4 op 





“"""" 1661 ABI 
~-"""" eg] vung 





| 9961 ‘6 ‘99 
| 9961 ‘IT “3dag 





£ ‘“d0qd 
61 OL “IBA 


:SC6I ‘Og “90d 

29861 ZZ ouns 

29961 ‘EI “Geq 

29861 ‘SI “Ady 
eo. 


29961 ‘SI “AON 


‘0% “Q9q 
op 
9661 ‘IT “3deg 
31 ‘8% “G94 
op 
op 
29961 ‘8S “AV 








“a0q] 
“IB 








cSc6I € “ed 

ic 9861 OL “ABW 
‘ood | 
“99c| 

9e61 ‘9 suns 


9061 ‘OZ “IBV 





Le6I ‘6 “Gag 
op 


“IBV 





ic 9961 % 





“a[quy JO pulse 7B 89107} 00] vag 


AAV Aopus AM :9107 ITV 
spunoir) sulAoig Aemang uly 





S91 ‘[eI03) Yen 


a@av 4o9M 
HAV ulpysne’y] 
aa Vv opeie’y, 
AAV AO[Tapoogy 
aAav 40480 
aa Vv uedig 
Z ‘ON AAV BNIGV 
“TON Ga V eeTIqy 
20.104 ITV 
SVVN Pld eseqO :AAeNn 
VY JuOCUInBeGg “ULM 
ase BUuIpeyy 
~ astg u TIM 


“€ “ON SST 104 
Z ‘ON SSUG 14104 
“1 ON SSI HOY 


-AULLY 
(009°F T8304) S¥xa,], 


“Ga V WosA [-904 HIN 
730109 ITV 


“-"(g0z *[#}03) sessouua,], 

"Ga V Yorog asp 

“"""“qay uojsopeyD 
0104 ITV 

“GUYUOW PuUePp] sued 

“"“SVOW Homvog 
-AABN 

~“uOsyove 110g 

"qd *L bopopeyyD 
-AULIY 


(Z69‘F *[830}) BUT[OIBD YINOg 
S‘°N Modman :AABN 
Z°ON VVYV WU9pIA0ld 
I 'ON VVV 9U9pIA0ig 

-AULIY 


“--" (760% ‘[8304) puv[s, spoyy 























































































nae rene ipetevene [prerrrnerhetennges erases bs apna bl» Z°ON ‘HV { 
TE oes a ewes ~~" eee ee 1; ; ION ‘H'V 
ne ona SSans | recsipcoe-- @ sage gun | 194jv4s 
~-2--} caine wn enan|->- 2961 [ud y syoRlieg preg’ 
} } | 
sheath i ciate Dccmeniaamiel roa 
eee we . a ° ocz | 292 *E (She's “18103 
| | } | i | 
| | bSassod GNV uO it 
moe | | S861 Yous Ce 
a ean Es See ~-poet Atng | sre nade mee “== 2061 ARIAT | OCT ; 
peereccrwenes wae | 620 ‘T 
=== ———— = } Se = 
pneiea }---ge6r Aaenige, | | Joquianeaqd | 000 ‘Ts 
aes oe | rey gg61 Arsnues | I 1oq N | 822 ¢ 
| } Leet Arne | SZ 
| } | 
| 2961 Tidy | 801 
- - : } “2861 Joquieded | 9 
99 | 
CO L861 19qQ0}90 5 +9 
5 | 
a ae . | | os in ¢ 
mo ‘ oY | SOT 116 ‘1 (160° ‘T8304) U0pst AA 
a —-- - } 
‘ : me : “2961 1oquIedE | rel pone “71 
----]--- sveee L961 ysn3ny : e 
epase SS6I yoreyy | OST ' 
“erp SS6T GoIeyy | SZ “pres v - 
prasegpeeen ss ana ~_ areata . 91s z 
7 e re ts a ; 5 ae I 
ocseene rrercorceset-—----=01--70a7 Joqmiadeg “~*~ L961 ABIAT | 99 - 
sesecesh= ~ + eeeenee -- “"JC6I Jaqulede(] = ~*""166L 10Q0j0QO OST 
eevrecesiocec~ eevesese - 00¢ oe esdeve ° “| -- Tete mela ON 00] 
suneaudisoene w--------==-1 999 obs ..wamiw veeee- = srsngy 4.4 
Ee enter er ore ret nenenreyersoceo"gget Aime “*"""2e6T ABJAT | SI9 
oes 3 as | —— 
padameetibbekndo es “ag, ee IEE ea ; ssawh Guad it 
: GlZ 1 6Ir I 
S}1UQ | ep poyeuysy | sway | ovep poywujsy | strug | ep peyeurisyY | svuQ | ep poyMysy : 
POAodle 
= ee —— eee re inna ‘ei 7 ———"| gs0001d uy -de eq 
ejojdur00 4yooforg yoB1ju0d Jopuy poydeooe Joppig PosT}OA PV 
1 i as 











ponupu0p— eer ‘er “dy fo ev ‘sqoafoud Bursnoy (4.0m yadngQ) ITT A 1994 10 8njv4s yuawmdojaaaq 





1479 


~---"-=-1--2e8T Joquieed 


— png “-" 2961 1090390 


[72 896T yore 
--"- gog] Avenues 
é ae ““9¢6r [dy 





*Ma[qoid WOTPBUTNIINJOP 931g » 
*pepuedsns 10 poladueg ¢ 
*peligjep JueuIdopeAeq » 


L961 Joquaesdeg | ogg 


““[e61 gsnainy 


L461 J0q UrI800q 


“L86T 19QOWO 
~~ 3961 Arenues 


| 
| 
| 
| 


080 'T 


009 
lg 
er 
Oo 
ogy 
te 
126 | 
8uI 
OFT ‘T 
{ 


9S61'6T “PO 
9S6l ‘ez “dy 
29961 ‘or Av 
cOS6l'T ABW 
2 9S6l ‘ez “dy 
coos > oune 
c96l'gs ounr 
coset tT Avy 
.¥S6l  ouns 
“op 


jg OS6I 'T 


Av 


*pasnbel orystnboe pue’T ¢ 
"SOO}JTUIWOZ) SHOTAIIgG PeuUlly OyBvUeg PUB esNOH] AQ PelBI{O « 
‘s}JUN pelJejep Sepnypouy 1 


‘SN SPU 

WeAds00y—AAGN ‘(09 ‘TU}09) COTY OJENT 
“Gay wossspuy 

TV :(0¢0‘T ‘[810}) Spuvys] svuvpIBy_ 


30109 

“wo on ===" TV WBANH 7807 TV 
“AVN YoUTsemM 
eS te ee 7 nn re 
""""S 3 N BANBIGE AL 
AN 10qiR FT [ted 
“AVN “4@ Jopenfeny 
“SVOW Aty eqcouey 
yas ‘§ "dup 
~ +a “““SWN Julog Suoqug 

‘AABN 











1480 


The Cuairman. Thank you, Mr. Bryant, for your very compre- 
hensive statement. Let it be printed in its entirety in the record. 
The tables set out will be of great aid and assistance to the committee. 

The section analysis will ‘help the committee materially when we 
take them up section by section. 

I want to compliment you on your very splendid statement. Any 

uestions from any members of the committee to Mr. Bryant, the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Department of Defense! 

Mr. Gavin. I have a question. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. — 

Mr. Gavin. On page 18 you refer to the number of acres of land 
acquired and the number of acres of land disposed of. It would 
be interesting to know the cost of the land that was acquired and the 
amount that we obtained when it was sold 

Secretary Bryant. I am sorry, I do not have that information 
before me, Mr. Gavin, but may I secure it and provide it? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes; break it down, so we can see if you made a profit. 

(This information appears as an appendix. ) 

Secretary Bryant. All right. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Gavin. On page 20 you refer to industrial plants, that is the 
disposition of industrial pl: ants. Do you intend to consider the dispo- 
sition of the aircraft industrial plants that we hold a great interest 
in, in many aircraft corporations ? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. My thought would be that would be a 
carefully defined and well chosen area “which would include plants 
which as I mentioned in my statement who have a very modest por- 
tion of their total requirements involved in national defense require- 
ments and which because of their historical background and capacity 
we could feel assured can continue to provide the minimal require- 
ments of output that the Defense Department required under condi- 
tions and undertakings to be established in the deed or instrument of 
transfer. But they would be not of the type that you mentioned, Mr. 
Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. What? 

Secretary Bryant. They would not be of the type that you men- 
tioned, Mr. Gavin. They would be a more modest contribution to 
the Department. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, we built a great many of these aircraft plants 
and they have had them now for many years. On some they pay rent 
and on some they don’t pay any. I think it is about time that we look 
into this aircraft industry quite carefully, the investment we have in 
these various plants, in view of the fact they are now operating profit- 
ably, to determine whether or not they should acquire these plants 
themselves. and pay back to the Government the investment that we 
have in these plants. I would like to have you investigate that and 
give us a report on that if you will. 

Secretary Bryanr. I will be very happy to. 

Mr. Gavin. On the aircraft industry situation. 

The Cuarrman. Well, may I say for the record that it is my recol- 
lection the Subcommittee on Special Investigations, Mr. Hé bert’s sub- 
committee, made some inquiry in regard to how much the Government 
had invested in the 19 aviation companies. I think the figures run 
around about $800 million, that has been put in the 19 plants by the 
Government, and the corporations have put approximately some 
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$200 million. And that is the total capital of the 19 aircraft plants. 

Now, of course, Mr. Bryant doesn’t have any idea of trying to get 
in that field. But I do think, Mr. Br yant, that this is a field. that is 
very explosive. It had considerable debate on the floor of the House. 
We must have a few pilot plants to determine what is the right 
price that the Government should pay for different articles. 

For instance, machine tools and construction of ships. That is 
one of the reasons we have the navy yards. I do hope you will be 
very caution in exploring the disposition of om facilities because 
they all have a certain important relationship. Not a large number 
of personnel are involved. In some little places, there are probably 
80 people. In other places, there are 1,000 people. 

Of course, we want the Government out of business as much as 
possible, But, let’s be a little cautious in going back in this hot subject 
matter. It was a matter of considerable debate on the floor of the 
House, and every little old community that has a little plant—why, 
you might get it out of business. 

For instance, to digress a little bit, we are talking about the Cape- 
hart houses and getting private capital invested. Why, following 
the same line of logic, shouldn’t barracks and warehouses and nearly 
every installation of the Department of Defense be built by private 
industry ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Well, the gentleman understands that I am not refer- 
ring to the particular type of plant that you are talking about. 

The CuHarman. No. 

Mr. Gavin. I am talking about these large aircraft industries. Be- 
cause the Secretary states here: 

Needless to say, the sale of such plants will make them available for civilian 
production and return them to the local tax rolls. 

Well, eventually, these aircraft industries are going into civilian 
and commercial production. And I think it is a very important 
matter because of the tremendous investment that the Government 
has in the aircraft industry. And evidently they are working along 
on a profitable basis. I am wondering whether the time has come 
now to determine whether or not they should acquire these facilities 
and return to the Government the investment that we have made in 
them, or whether it is advisable to continue as we are now. And also 
determine what rent we are getting back from the investment that we 
have made, and whether or not some of them are stll operating 
without paying any rental on the plants that were created by the 
Government. 

I think it is worth your looking into. I am not referring to minor 
plants. I am talking about the aircraft industry. 

The Cuarmman. Thank you, Mr. Gavin. Mr. Hardy 

Mr. Gavin. I have another question. 

On page 28, it says: 





Under our arrangements with the United Kingdom these houses will remain 
available to us at a nominal rental, £1 per year per house, as long as our forces 
remain in the United Kingdom. 

In the event our forces do not remain in the United Kingdom, what 
disposition will then be made of these houses and this investment that 
we have made in these houses? 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Gavin, my answer to that is that it will be 
the best negotiated arrangement we can make, taking into considera- 
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tion the amortized portion of time of the dwelling involved, its 
acceptability as a house which would fit the economy of the neigh- 
borhood eee: Some of these, of course, are built specifically with 
relationship to existing activities at an airbase and may not fit readily 
into the economy of the neighborhood. Those would all be factors in 
determining an adequate resale price. 

Mr. Gavin. But you do expect to negotiate with the British and 
try to secure a return on the investment we have made when the time 
comes for making disposition of these houses ? 

Secretary Bryant. Absolutely, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. I have one more question. 

On page 30: 

These include changes from the light airfield pavement previously authorized 
to the heavier type now required to support heavy bombers at our dispersal 
fields. 

I can’t understand why the Air Force can’t anticipate their require- 
ments over a long period of years when they are putting in these 
installations and put in the kind of an installation that is going to meet 
the requirements or at least anticipate the requirements, 1 rather than 
have to rehabilitate and reconstruct all of these fields. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, Mr. Gavin, I think the answer really is 
that these fields that I refer to here are very largely, if not entirely, 
these dispersal fields. 

At the time that the major fields were constructed I am sure that 
the Air Force anticipated the strength requirements of the runways. 
But under the concept of dispersal, “they have been obliged to utilize 
fields which were not originally designed for that purpose. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, every 5 years they come up with something new. 
We have to extend the runway. Then we have to acquire all the prop- 
erty in the immediate area and remove obstacles. They know some- 
thing of the development of the airplane. Why in their overall plan- 
ning don’t they view for the future rather than build for the present 
and then 5 or 10 years from now have to revamp the whole structure 
at a great cost to carry these improvements that should have been 
considered in the first place ? 

I have no further questions. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Hardy, any questions? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. Mr. Secretary, maybe you covered it in your 
statement, but if you did I missed it. I would like to inquire as to 
what progress is being made with respect to the acquisition of Wherry 
projects where Capeharts are going to be constructed ? 

Secretary Bryant. I did leave that out, Mr. Hardy, because I had 
some rather yoluminous notes and I felt it might 

Mr. Harpy. I didn’t mean to suggest that we get into too much de- 
tail on it right at the moment. But I would like to know what that 
situation is in general. Are you making any better progress? 

The Cuammay. I think, Mr. Hardy, we can aid you, if Mr. Kelleher 
will just make the statement he made to me this morning. My recol- 
lection is that some 83,000 Capehart units have been authorized, and 
we are negotiating for Wherry houses at this time. 

Mr. Ketiener. About 846 hav been acquired, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. And there are some 80—— 
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Mr. Ketiruer. There are about 83,000 in existence, and about 
32,000 will have to be acquired. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. All right, then. That is just the point I was trying to 
get at. Under the requirement that the Wherrys on installations 
where you are proposing to build Capeharts will have to be acquired, 
you have 32,000 that have to be acquired because of that policy ; is that 
correct ? 

Secretary Bryant. Of the number 

Mr. Harpy. You acquired only about 800? It sounds like you are 
a little slow. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, at the present time, Mr. Hardy, my figures 
indicate that we have under proceedings which are actively being 
followed by the Army; for example, with respect to the acquisition 
of Wherrys, at Fort Lee, Va., 300 units—these are all mandatory 
that I am speaking about. 

Mr. Harpy. Can you just tell us approximately what total are cur- 
rently under procedure? 

Secretary Bryant. Over 4,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Over 4,000. 

Secretary Bryant. In the Army. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now 

Secretary Bryanr. And in the case of the Air Force, there would 
be—I am trying to get these figures fast—a similar amount, some four 
or five thousand. 

Mr. Harpy. That means they are projects that are in stages from the 
initial talking about to the point of condemnation ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So you got everything in there, and that figure really 
doesn’t mean very much fromthe standpoint of indicating of when 
we are going to get this thing buttoned up? 

Secretary Bryant. W ell, my own feeling, Mr. Hardy, is that we 
should and I feel obliged myself, to use every effort to negotiate 
settlements with these people before going to condemnation. 

The services, that is the armed services, or the Departments, have 
been so instructed, and they are doing their best to push these projects. 
But the matter of negotiation, as you realize, is a somewhat tedious 
matter and time-consuming. 

Mr. Harpy. As you know I have been pretty close to this subject. 

Secretary Bryant. I realize that. 

Mr. Harpy. And I am going to keep right on firing, because it hasn’t 
gone so well. I hope you are making better progress than you have 
up to the present time. 

Secretary Bryanv. I think the experience from the first few that we 
can get settled will aid in speeding up the balance. That experience 
is useful. 

Mr. Harpy. One other question, if I might. Reference is made on 
page 31 of your statement to a suggested revision in the limit of price 
of real-estate acquisitions. Now, what percentage of your acquisi- 
tion projects would be eliminated if that provision were accepted by 
the committee ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. Well, a large number of those smaller—I know 
the $25,000 can’t be said to be small perhaps in average language. But 
a great many of the incidental land requirements that we run into now, 
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particularly in the way of small expansion and additions and so forth, 
would fall within the $25,000 and eliminate a considerable amount of 
reporting. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, there have been cases, Mr. Secretary, where the 
real-estate subcommittee has gotten a very distinct i impression that the 
services were breaking down their acquisitions into small items so they 
wouldn’t have to bring them up here. 

Now, we had one specific case—I don’t recall what it was at the 
moment—where it looked like it had been decided to make about 4 
acquisitions at 1 particular installation because by doing so it elimi- 
nates the necessity for filing a request to the committee. 

Secretary Bryant. W ell, “T can assure you, Mr. Hardy, that 

Mr. Harpy. My point in raising that was simply this: If you raise 
the level to $25,000, why you have a much bigger vehicle by which you 
could use that device if you saw fit to do so. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you see, Mr. Hardy, you use as a justification 
our leeway of $25,000, and he says in view of the fact that you don’t 
have to report to the committee on acquisitions of $25,000—wasn’t it 
$25,000 ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. Anything under $25,000 is not cleared with 
the committee. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. That is one of the things, Mr. Chairman, when we get 
to that point in the bill. 

The Cuarrman. Exactly. 

Mr. Harpy. I am going to scrutinize rather carefully, along with a 
good many other points. 

The CuarrmMan. We have a good many on the general provisions. 

Mr. Harpy. It looks like you have several where you want to get 
all the administrative authority and keep whittling away on the 
Congress. 

The Cuamman. I am inclined to think Congress is going to take 
care of its own scrutiny on these matters. So let’s not get into that. 

Mr. Harpy. I am going to help him. 

The CuHarrman. That is right. Go ahead, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kirpay. Mr. Secretary, on page 2 of your statement you point 
out that 93 percent of the construction contracts awarded in the 12 
months before December 31, 1956, was awarded by formally adver- 
tised competitive bids. Were those open competitive bids? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. You mean advertising rather than inviting certain 
individual contractors to bid, or was it an open, competitive bid where 
anyone in the industry would be permitted to bid ? 

Secretary Bryant. The latter, open, competitive bid. 

Mr. Kipay. Without specific invitation ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. I am not compl: ‘ining about the amount. I think you 
have done fine, on the 93 percent. But, tell me, how did you award 
the other 7 percent ? 

Secretary Bryant. Those were negotiated. Mr. Sheridan, the Di- 
rector of Construction, is a little more familiar with the details, sir. 
Would you like to elaborate on that? 

Mr. Suerman. We can furnish for the record of the committee those 
contracts if you like, Mr. Kilday. 
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Mr. Kirpay. I am not concerned about the individual contracts. I 
aim just inquiring as to under what authority did you negotiate those 
contracts. 

Mr. Suerman. Well, they were under the Armed Services Procure- 
ment Act. 

Mr. Kitpay. Under the provisions of the Uniform Procurement Act 
or because of the existence of a national emergency declared by the 
President ? 

Secretary Bryant. No. 

Mr. Suerwan. Not under the emergency act, I am sure. 

Mr. Nasu. That has been curtailed, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kinpay. I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Nasu. The use of the national emergency provision was cur- 
tailed last year by administrative regulation. 

The Cuarrman. As far as public works is concerned only. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is exactly what I am getting to, Mr. Chairman. 

What I wanted to find out is if you have found open, competitive 
bidding to be entirely satisfactory. Do you get plenty of bids and 
get real competition and get the character of work that you want and 
the time schedule that you want? 

Mr. Suerman. Yes, sir; we co. 

Mr. Kixpay. I think, Mr. Chairman, perhaps we had better now 
take a look at the other phase of it, with the proper witnesses, as to 
what is being done on acquisitions other than military construction 
contracts. 

The Cuarrman. I want to say this—off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Kitpay. I think it is high time that we took a look at it. I am 
not at all satisfied with what is going on. 

The CHamman. I will say that Mr. Hébert’s subcommittee is 
getting ready to submit today or tomorrow or just as soon as they can 
get in session, a report which will be laid before the full committee, 
giving us the background to justify legislation to try to tighten up 
and get more competitive bidding where it is all being done today by 
negotiated contracts. 

Mr. Kizpay. All we would have to do would be to go back to the 
Uniform Procurement Act. 

The CuarrmMan. We have to have exceptions for certain things. 
We have 16 grounds for exception. We have to get away from the 
emergency that is being used today. If we get away from that, why 
we will be on sound ground. 

Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Secretary, in your negotiation with Credit Com- 
modity for $50 million, is that reflected in the budget here, the final 
authorization request of $1,742 million, or how does that appear in 
your budget? Is that over and above that ? 

Secretary Bryant. No. There is no provision for funds—— 

Mr. Duruam. In other words, that $50 million would be added to 
the $1,742 million, the total cost of your construction ? 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Durwam. In this bill? 

Secretary Bryant. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. But it doesn’t reflect itself in that. It is over and 
above it. 
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Secretary Bryant. No, it doesn’t involve—the origin of the funding 
is through this barter-type transaction which involves the use of 
Commodity Credit Corporation funds. 

Mr. Durnam. Do you intend to use that entire $50 million for con- 
struction of housing? 

Secretary Bryant. As much as wecan, sir. At the present time the 
Commodity Credit Corporation 

Mr. DurHam. I know you have authority under another law to do 
this. But the only question in my mind is whether or not it reflected 
itself in the total authorization here. 

Secretary Bryant. No, it does not. 

Mr. Durnam. Or goes above it. 

Secretary Bryant. It doesnot. Because we don’t ask for the fund- 
ing of these in an appropriation. So I felt it was inconsistent to 
suggest that it be a matter of authorization through this committee. 

The difficulty that we have, of course, is in finding the areas which 
have a credit established through the disposition of surplus com- 
modities and to satisfy the Commodity Credit Corporation that the 
terms of repayment are satisfactory to them. 

Mr. Duruam. In other words, this committee would not authorize 
that $50 million ? 

Secretary Bryant. Correct. 

The Cuarrman. No. Any further questions? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman, General Devereux is next. 

Mr. Devereux. Pursuing that thought presented by Mr. Durham, 
that.money will be reflected in general operating expenses by the armed 
services in rental money; will it not ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. The income will be derived from the for- 
feiture of quarters allowances to pay back the Commodity Credit 
Corporation for the advances made for the construction. 

Mr. Devereux. Now, what is your problem in France there? You 
say you are getting credits, that is, you are getting local currency 
from the Commodity Credit Corporation for “goods sold outside of 
France? 

Secretary Bryant. No. The trouble is—this was a combination 
deal. It is rather complicated. If you want the full details, I 
would ask Mr. Arrington, who is the head of our Housing Section, 
to explain it to you. But in France we couldn’t enter into the same 
sort of arrangement we did with Great Britain, which is a govern- 
ment-to- -government transaction. So we had to find an entrepreneur, 
market trader, and commodities which could be disposed of that the 
Commodity Credit Corporation had available and work up a local 
contractor relationship with the commodity seller. It is a very tedi- 
ous process and not one which can be consummated with the rapidity 
with which a direct sale, government-to-government, could be done, 
as in the case of England. 

I think I have fairly well expressed it, but Mr. Arrington may add 
anything he wishes. 

Mr. Arrington, is that substantially correct ? 

Mr. Arrineton. I think Mr. Bryant has substantially covered it. 

We have invited bids from teams consisting in each case of a builder 
and American commodity dealer, and they submitted us a combined 
price based on taking from the United States Government not money 
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but progress certificates, which we issue to the builder as construction 
goes forward. He in turn turns them over to the dealer and the 
dealer delivers them to Commodity Credit in order to pay for com- 
modities which he has taken from them. 

In this particular instance, it will be, I believe, about 90 percent 
cotton which will be involved in this transaction. 

Mr. Devereux. All right. Now, another question. So far as Brit- 
ain is concerned, it is my understanding that we do not have title to 
the property and it was also my understanding that when we move 
out that we simply turn the property back to Britain. 

Secretary Bryant. I have a correction to make for the record. 
I have been reminded by Mr. Arrington that my answer was not cor- 
rect and that what you say, sir, is the fact. 

If the chairman i permit me, I would like to correct the 
record to this effect. In the event we leave the United Kingdom, we 
get. no recovery. On the other hand, if we stay 40 years we pay no 
more. In the course of negotiations with the British Government, 
we agreed to waive the residual value in consideration of their sup- 
plying all of the land at no cost to the United States. 

Mr. Brooks. Do we pay taxes on them ? 

Mr. Arrrneron. No, sir. We pay only the 1 pound per unit per 
year, in addition to the costs of maintenance and operation. 

The Cuairman. Mr. 

Mr. Gavry. In other words, when we leave we just write it off, 
period. 

Mr, Arrineron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bennett 

Mr. Bennett. I have a question I would ask about the O. and R. 
shops. In the Navy as you know we have these large O. and R. shops, 
overhaul and repair shops, involving expenditures of capital sums 
running into hundreds of millions of dollars and thousands of em- 
ployees throughout the United States. Now, there is no considera- 
tion being given to abandoning those shops ? 

Secretary Bryant. No. 

Mr. Bennett. No plan for liquidating that. 

Now, the second question I would like to ask is this. On page 19 
you refer to the real-estate program and getting out of excess lands. 
Now, it is my understanding that the Navy and the Air Force both 
have experienced considerable difficulty in handling lands on the 
edges of their jet-plant activities. And I understand this has not 
yet been resolved. Certainly in the district which I represent I know 
there are people who have been informed by the Government that 
years hence the Government expects to take their land and they 
should not complete the buildings which they have started for resi- 
dences, businesses, et cetera, they should not go ahead with the devel- 
opment of that land, but on the other hand they can’t expect that 
any time in the foreseeable future to be paid anything by the Gov- 
ernment. Now, it does seem to me that a Government as strong as 
ours should be able to resolve that and should not be in the position 
of telling these people they can’t develop their land, they can’t live 
on it, they can’t use it, and as a practical matter, therefore, they can’t 
sell it, and yet they can’t expect to get any money from the Govern- 
ment. 
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Now, is that going to be resolved by the Department of Defense 
in the near future? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. As a matter of fact, it is something 
which troubles us very much, and there is presently a combine 
service team 

The Cuarmman. Combined what ? 

Secretary Bryant. Combined service team, that is Navy and Air 
Force particularly, studying this whole project, toward the end of 
coming up with specific program recommendations which would 
minimize the requirement to purchase as much as possible, utilizing 
to the maximum clearance easements and factors of that kind, so as 
to fairly deal with the people in the area of the runway approach 
and takeoff, but hopefully to eliminate as much purchase of land 
unnecessarily as possible. 

Mr. Bennetr. Would you think this could be resolved by our next 
public-works bill next year? It can’t be resolved in this bill, as I 
see. Do you think it can be resolved at that time ? 

Secretary Bryant. It is my very definite purpose. 

The Cuarmman. I want to say, of course, Mr. Bryant, we have 
received many letters of complaint of what damage is being done 
to people’s homes because planes flew over them. It is all right to 
make a study, but you are going to have a very expensive project 
on your hi: inds if you try to go out on these bases all over the c ountry 
and buy up all the homes and all the farms. Because these planes 
fly over them. The local communities wanted them in there and the 
xeople wanted to build close to them. Now, since it wakes up every- 

ody at all hours of the day and night they want to be compensated 
and they want the Government to buy them out. It is all right to 
look into it, but it is not going to be as easy as you think, Mr. Ben- 
nett, to satisfactorily reach a decision in that matter. Because that 
applies to every community in the United States where they have a 
military installation. 

Mr. Bennett. I know this difficulty has been existing for 5 or 6 
years. 

The Cuarmman. Now, may I follow along that same line now, Mr. 
Bryant, this is a new policy. I think this policy has to be carefully 
considered, too. 

On page 20, you say this: “The Department of Defense is consider- 
ing a plan for authorizing disposition of high-priced real estate prop- 
erty and the use of part of the proceeds ‘of sale for less expensive 
replacement property. 

In other words, you want to sell out an established base because the 
land is high priced and locate that somewhere else. 

Now, we have that proposition right before us today with reference 
to the ammunition depot down at Houston. We had an investigation 
made, and the board of engineers held that the land was very valu: able, 
but it would cost $34 or $35 million to build it somewhere else. 

Now, is this just a dispersal plan, or is it to get rid of high-priced 
property and buy cheaper-priced property, an nd to build from the 
ground up? It may be all right to look into it, but you had better 
look into it very slow, because there are many complications involved 
in that. 
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For instance, over here at Belvoir, right outside of the city of Wash- 
ington, and Fort Meade, and all those pieces of property, of course 
they are expensive pieces of property. 

You want to sell that and then locate it somewhere else where it is 
not too expensive. Well, if you do that, you better be sure that you 
are going to get enough for the property that you sell to rebuild in 
some new place, because otherwise you will just be dumping on the 
market valuable military installations with the hope that you can go 
out and buy other property and build. 

And here, along with the increased cost of building, I doubt very 
seriously whether you could build any of them. 

Take the Presidio, and take all these other great places. If you dis- 
pose of those, and go out in the wide open spaces—you better look 
very carefully into that, Mr. Bryant. 

Secretary Bryant. I realize, Mr. Chairman, there are a lot of prob- 
lems involved. Of course, in the final analysis, we would present our 
thoughts to the committee when we formalized them, but I can, and 
I am sure that others here can recall instances where, for example, a 
storage area has been acquired, and due to the expansion of develop- 
ment of the city or community it finally is surrounded and becomes 
very valuable high-priced property. 

At the time it was selected, we will say it was out in the suburbs 
someplace. But that would not be tantamount to abandoning a highly 
improved property where the cost of construction to replace it might, 
as you say, offset any gain. 

But we could move such a storage facility and still have it reason- 
ably accessible and a considerable gain might well be made. 

Now, these things will have to be specific. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Well, be very careful in looking them over. 

Mr. Doyie. Mr, Chairman- 

The CHarrman. Mr. Doyle, now, please, sir. 

Mr. Doyiz. Mr. Secretary, on the last 5 lines on page 28 and the 
first 4 lines on page 29, you refer to your competitive bidding in 
France. 

I want to ask two questions there: How many teams of competitive 
bidders were there involved in this transaction ¢ 

And whereas you say the winning competitor was notified and that 
final negotiations were not complete, I want to ask, secondly, does 
that bid which you have accepted permit you to raise by negotiation 
or lower the price of the contract, or is it a firm bid ? 7 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Arrington will answer, please. 

Mr. Arrineron. Bids were taken from about a dozen teams last 
October. The bid opening was on the 10th. And a very careful eval- 
uation was made by the joint construction agency over a period of 
about 6 weeks before they came up with the winning proposal which 
was submitted by the Rainaut group, which was the cheapest and best 
from the standpoint of the United States. He gave us substantially 
the best house and the lowest price. 

Mr. Dorie. Well, under your bidding terms, are you permitted by 
negotiation to raise that bid? : 

Mr. Arrincron, We have made a number of adjustments. For 
example, we eliminated carports, at a cost of about $1,000 a unit, 
within the house. We have changed the locations for a number of 
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the Air Force installations. A number of variations have been made 
for the convenience of the United States Government since last 
October. 

Mr. Doytx. Then, the bid did permit you to raise the final contract 
price ? 

Mr. Arrtneron. Yes. 

Mr. Doytx. Do you give notice of that final contract price to the 
losing bidders? Do you give them a chance to re-bid ? 

Mr. Arrincton. No. Because the final terms with Rainaut will 
still, for the value received, be less than the other bids which were 
involved. 

Mr. Dorie. How do you know that, if there are other factors that 
enter into it when you negotiate a contract that were not included 
in your competitive bid originally ¢ 

Mr. Arrinetron. This, of course, is an extremely complex transac- 
tion, and I am sure that JCA feels that if it reopened negotiations 
with all of the original bidders the negotiations would be protracted. 

Mr. Dorie. Then, in effect, it is not final competitive bidding, is 
it, if you vary the terms of the bid without notice to the other bidders 
and include new factors of which they had no notice in advance? 
How do you justify that policy ? 

Mr. Mayer. I am Mr. Mayer, Office of the General Counsel, Office 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

In the last analysis, that is substantially correct. This is not com- 
petition in the strictest sense. We consider these proposals actually 
and there are alternate proposals which may be considered. 

The practice which we followed in this French case where we did 
enter into a modification of the contract which was to the benefit of 
the United States Government is in conformance with contracting 
practices in this area. 

We do not feel that essentially this is governed by the Armed Serv- 
ices Procurement Act, and therefore is not subject to the kind of com- 
petitive requirements set forth in that statute. 

The Carman. I think, Mr. Doyle, the Department has made a 
pretty good showing that 93 percent of it is by competitive bidding, 
and 7 percent is by some form of competitive bid or negotiated con- 
tract. 

Mr. Doyie. Mr. Chairman, the witness just now stated, however, 
that in truth this was not competitive bidding, and that was my point. 

The Cuarrman. Well, the 93 percent of it is competitive bidding, 
because we have examined that a long time ago in the Hébert com- 
mittee, and it is strictly competitive bidding in public works. 

Mr. Arrineron. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out in this 
particular case that the land is provided by the builder. At the time 
we took the bids, we did not have the land. We did not have standard 
plans and specifications. 

The Cuamman. That is on the particular details. I am talking 
about the general picture. 

Mr. Gayrn. Mr. Chairman 

The Cnatrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. In your statement this morning, you cited the amount 
of money that was authorized but unexpended, but was still flexible 
to be transferred to some other particular project. What was the 
amount 
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The Cuatrman. Well, there is a practice in the Department known 
as reprograming. Most all of that is outside the United States. We 
will go into that. 

Mr. Gavin. What is the amount of money you mentioned this morn- 
ing? 

The CHarrMan. I didn’t mention any amount on that at all. 

Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Miner. Mr. Secretary, adverting to the statement on page 20 
relative to the sale of high-priced properties and purchase of lower 
priced properties, before any such program will be undertaken, will 
consideration be given to the fact that where there has been a long- 
established military installation the civilian employees that are a 
part of these things have purchased their own homes in the vicinity, 
and in making one of these trades in the interest of the Government, 
we dislocate them, and cause a great deal of harm, will consideration 
be given to that fact or before a decision is arrived at? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, Mr. Congressman, certainly. 

Mr. Miter. That would be one of the factors considered ? 

Secretary Bryant. There will be many factors that will have to be 
considered. I share the concern of the chairman as to the delicacy 
of this matter. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. And then another thing, members 
of the committee, it must be cleared by the two committees. We will 
look into all this. 

Now, members of the committee 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, before we adjourn, can I ask one ques- 
tion ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to ask you this. Coming back to the bill—be- 
cause a lot of these questions have had very little rele yancy to the 
bill. 

The Strategic Air Command: percentagewise, how much was it cut ? 

Secretary Bryan. I beg your pardon, will you repeat that ? 

Mr. Brooks. Strategic Air Command—SAC—— 

Secretary Bryant Yes? 

Mr. Brooxs. How much was SAC cut from the original demands? 

Secretary Bryant. I am afraid I couldn’t answer that in detail. 
I had hoped that the details of the Departments would be provided 
by them. 

Mr. Brooks. I just mean across the board, and not any detail. 

Secretary Bryant. Oh. 

Mr. Brooks. Was it reduced percentagewise with the rest of the 
bill or—— 

Secretary Bryant. I would not think so, sir. 

In determining the reductions within the Air Force, I am satisfied 
that the Air Force put first things first. 

Mr. Brooks. I have been sold on the thought that SAC was really 
first things, there, in the event of any wars. 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. And I just wondered how much its request was reduced 
percentagewise. Is it possible to get those figures ? 

Secretary Bryant. I can say this, that proportionately it was cut 
considerably less than other areas of Air Force original requirements. 

86066—57—No. 36——6 
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Mr. Brooks. Well, you wouldn't want to hazard a guess, as to what 
you mean by considerably less ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, no, I wouldn’t want to hazard a guess. 

The Cuarrman. I suggest, Mr. Brooks—— 

Secretary Bryant. That the Air Force 

Mr. Brooxs. Can we get those figures later on ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, are you going to get down to the end of 
the table this week ? 

Mr. Puizern. I have one question. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Mr. Puinerwy. When you are abandoning an installation and putting 
it up for sale, do you have a policy whereby you give consideration to 
the original sellers who may want to reacquire their property ! 

Secretary Bryant. I think there should be. That is just another 
factor. I believe you are right. 

The Caarmman. Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bares. Yes, I have a lot of questions. See you tomorrow 
morning. 

Mr. Putter. They have to come in as general bidders? 

Secretary Bryant. I think they should be given consideration, and 
[I propose it. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, Mr. Bryant must 
appear before the Senate committee, I understand, tomorrow 
morning. 

Tomorrow morning, we will have the Assistant Secretary of the 
Army, Mr. Short. And immediately thereafter, we will read the bill, 
line by line, and consider the bill and pass on the projects, 

Mr. Harpy. When is Mr. Bryant coming back for the questions 
that we didn’t get around to? 

The CHatrMan,. Well, we are through with Mr. Bryant for the 
time being. 

Mr. Bryant must go to the Senate. 

We will take a recess until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the 
committee. 

(Whereupon, at 11:51 a. m., a recess was taken until the following 
day at 10 a. m., Wednesday, May 15, 1957.) 





Howse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C... Wedne sday, May 15, 1957. 

The committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl 
Vinson (chairman) presiding. 

The Cuainman. Members of the committee, this is a continuation 
of the hearing on H. R. 7130. We have this morning our former 
distinguished chairman and our former distinguished colleague, the 
Honorable Dewey Short, the Assistant Secretary of the Army, who 
desires and who we respectfully request to submit observations with 
reference to the Army’s phase of the public works bill. 

Mr. Secretary, will you please come around. 
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Mr. Secretary, I know that I voice the sentiment of each and every 
member of the committee when I say that we are indeed fortunate to 
continue to have your advice and mature judgment and cooperation 
on legislative matters that are before this committee. It is a pleasure 
to have you here with us this morning, and if you have any prepared 
statement the committee will be pleased to hear you, without inter- 
ruption, and later on we will afford the members of the committee the 
opportunity to examine our former distinguished chairman of the 
Armed Services Commitee. 

Secretary Snort. Mr. Chairman, if those kind, sweet words had 
been recorded and broadcast in my district before last November, I 
might be sitting at your side today. [Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. I want to say 

Secretary Suort. I hasten to say, however, because I am not there 
is no fault of the distinguished chairman of this committee, because 
he has been kind, gracious, and generous to me throughout the years. 

I do miss you boys a great deal, but I have discovered in 2 months— 
because I was sworn in on March 15—that the Pentagon is inhabited 
by human beings. They don’t all grow horns. All the headaches 
in Washington are not on this Hill. We have our share over there, 

So I am finding the work a bit different, but quite interesting, 
though I am having to look at that pancake from the other side across 
the river. 

It is a distinct pleasure, sir, and a privilege for me to appear before 
this distinguished and powerful committee today to open the Army’s 
presentation of the fiscal year 1958 military public works bill. 

The total estimated cost of the work described in the Army title— 
considerably less than that in the other two titles—is $323,325,000, 
divided into $259.6 million for the continental United States, and 
$63.8 million overseas—about one-fourth overseas as compared to 
the money to be spent in continental United States, The Army feels 
that this program is both modest and minimal, and that it is com- 
mensurate with national economy. 

The Army, in order to insure proper balance in funding its diverse 
missions, employs a system of three primary programs which are 
carefully reviewed annually under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Army. These primary programs cover the three basic activ- 
ities of the Army : troops, materiel, and installations. 

Other programs support the three primary programs. One of these 
contributing programs is the military construction program, that we 
now have under consideration. 

It must provide the construction needed to make the others effective. 
By comparison and analysis of program development and execution, 
we are able to maintain balance between the programs or to identify 
imbalances readily. 

The Army bases the planning of its construction program upon 
requirements for the current and the long-range Army, evaluation 
of the relative priority of our requirements, and assessment of our 
existing assets. As the committee is aware, construction master plan- 
ning of Army installation has been in effect for over 10 years. Stand- 
ards of space or other physical units have long been in use in the 
Army so that planners at all levels of command have common, uni- 
form yardsticks. The Army has based its permanent construction 
target on a comprehensive stationing plan, at our permanent stations. 
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In planning permanent construction with a designed life expec- 
tancy of 35 years or more, it would be shortsighted indeed not to 
plan as far into the future as is feasible or possible. The Army plans 
to complete phase I of its permanent plant over a 20-year period 
beginning in 1954. To achieve this goal by 1974 requires an average 
annual increment for permanent. plant alone of approximately $230 
million, based on present-day pricing. Of course, we all know how 
prices, wages of both labor and materials, change. You have to have 
some flexibility, possible to make readjustment, but it is based on 
present-day pricing, $230 million a year. 

Because of budgetary and obligation restrictions, we have fallen far 
short of this yearly increment. in the first 4 fiscal years of our plan. 
The proposal now before the committee contains an increment of 
permanent plant in the amount of $140 million new authorization, 
representing a further shortfall in this area. 

This is, of course, in direct recognition of the budgetary limitations 
of our national economy and takes s cognizance of other pressing con- 
struction requirements with overriding priorities. 

Nike defense facilities, and installations in certain overseas base- 
rights areas exemplify urgent needs which necessitate deferring some 
of our needs at permanent installations. 

There are many things, Mr. Chairman, that are desirable but that 
are not perhaps essential or imperative. So it is a matter of keeping 
in balance and it is a problem of placing emphasis upon putting first 
things first. 

Now, turning to the content of title I, the Army section of the bill, 1 
would like to "identify briefly some of the significant projects or 
groups of projects. These, in the aggregate, account for about 80 
percent of the Army title. 

First, is a group of projects needed to continue and support the 
Army’s "research, development and test program, a major factor in the 
Nation’s military capability. $15.8 million in the program are in 
support of this vital mission. 

Next, is the sum of $115 million for Nike facilities, and $8.5 million 
for logistic support of Nike units. This committee, I am sure, is fully 
aware of the importance of this requirement. 

In the important areas of troop housing and BOQ’s, the bill contains 
$30.6 million for approximately 14,800 permanent barracks spaces and 

$3.6 million for approximately 2,500 semipermanent barracks spaces. 
Completion of these will leave the Army with a phase I deficit of 
approximately 208,000 permanent barracks spaces yet to be built. 
Also included are $2.9 million for BOQ and nurses quarters totaling 
460 spaces. 

I also want to emphasize our crucial problem of family housing 
which has more to do with the building up of morale perhaps than any 
other one thing. Much has been done in recent years, as the members 
of this committee so well know, but much remains to be done. This is 
a problem which occupies a position of urgency among the many prob- 
Jems facing the Secretary of the Army, “the Chief of Staff, and all 
major commanders in the field. 

Consequently, the Army is endeavoring to extract the maximum re- 
sults from a combination of building by private enterprise under the 
provisions of the Capehart Act, building with appropriated funds, 
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using surplus commodities in temporary base-rights areas overseas, 
and leasing at antiaircraft sites. 

As of May 1, 1957, the Army has placed under contract 9,360 units 
of Capehart housing at 29 installations. We have been somewhat dis- 
appointed by the amount of Capehart housing available thus far. 
The principal reason for this has been the tightening of the money 
market, as we all know, a factor over which we have no control. The 
future of this program will depend almost entirely on the availability 
of financing. 

The bill contains $12.6 million for the provision of 415 appropriated- 
fund family houses at stations where Capehart housing is not feasible. 

Turning finally to the overseas areas, we are requesting $63.8 million, 
which will provide combat, training, and logistic facilities in United 
States Territories, ossessions, and temporary base-rights areas. In 
Alaska, Hawaii, and the Caribbean, the proposed construction is an in- 
crement for the Army’s permanent plant. In the other areas, construc- 
tion is of modified-emergency type, since these areas are not garrisoned 
on a permanent basis. 

Brig. Gen. William R. Shuler, Chief of the Construction Division, 
Office of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Logistics, will present the 
details of our authorization request. 

Now, I am sure that you gentlemen, after hearing his presentation, 
will ag ‘ee with me that he is a most capable officer, who has made a 
comprehensive and thorough study, who digs for only the facts to 
reveal our true situation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there are questions on the program as a 
whole, I will be most happy to answer them or at least make the 
attempt. 

I felt just a little as a patient going into the hospital when you 
made your opening statement. I thought your soothing sedatives were 
perhaps preparing me for the operation to follow. [Laughter. ] 

It is all right for you gentlemen to give me the needle, but I hope 
you don’t throw the harpoon into me too deep. [ Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. I want to compliment 
you on your splendid statement. Like in the days gone by, your 
comments will be of great aid and assistance to us in reaching a proper 
decision in reference to the phase of the bill relating to the Department 
of the Army. 

I want to say this. It has been my privilege for some days, perhaps 
a week or more, to have an opportunity to examine the Army phase of 
this bill. With the aid and assistance of our outstanding counsellor, 
Mr. Kelleher, I have gone over this bill and I want to say publicly 
that this phase of the ‘bill of the Army has been closely buttoned up 
and it is a very tight program as far as the Army is concerned. 

Secretary Suorr. Tam very grateful 

The Cuamman. I went over every one of these items. I have read 
the books. It is going to be a most searching task on the part of the 
committee to find any water in the phase of the Army’s bill. 

Are there any questions any members of the committee desire to ask 
the Secretary, the Assistant Secretary of the Army ? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to implement what you said 
about the distinguished witness. This committee and the Congress 
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has been and will reflect in the future a better place because he served 
with us, and the Pentagon, I am sure, is a better place because he is 
there. I was greatly impressed with his fine testimony, in his prepared 
statement. And I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I know that the 
distinguished former member of this great committee now heading the 
civil and military functions of the Army—that they will reflect “that 
magnificent intelligence which he has and his capacity to cut the fat 
from whatever is placed before him. I know it reflects fine thinking 
and good judgment on the part of the Army. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Durham 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, I also would like to join with the 
chairman and others in the expressions of pleasure at having the dis- 
tinguished gentleman here before us this morning. I have “only one 
question that I care to ask. There has been a great deal said about 
the buttoning up of this very tight portion. 

Now, in the opinion of the Army this is not based entirely on 
economy, but it is based also on the security of our country, is it ‘not? 

Secretary Suorr. It is, I moe say to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, and we should always put the security of the Nation, an 
adequate national defense, ave any dollar sign or balancing of any 
budget or anything else. 

Mr. Duruam. Then it is the opinion of the Army that this is 
enough for the security of our country under present world condi- 
tions ? 

Secretary Suorr. I wouldn’t say the Army would consider the 
figure enough. We never have enough. But it has, I will say to the 
gentleman and members of this committee, been cut to the bone. 

And let me have you bear this in mind. The Army at the end of 
this fiscal year is going to live within its budget pretty much. We 
are coming right out even. The Army has varefully screened and 
considered each one of these projects. I share just a little of the 
apprehension that the gentleman from North Carolina evidently has 
in mind. Perhaps we have bent over backward in cutting down these 
projects, because as I pointed out in my statement we are going to 
end with a big deficit so far as requirements over the long haul or 
pull is concerned. 

Mr. Durnam. Well 

Secretary Suorr. But I do think if this committee and the Con- 
gress will give us what we are asking for in title I of the bill, that 
it will take care of the Army’s need at the present time and the 
immediate future, though no one can predict what tomorrow is going 
to bring. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, I asked the question for the reason that the 
gentleman who is before us at the present time, but acting in a dif- 
ferent capacity than what he did formerly, has had the experience 
and knows that at times here we went too far. I am a little bit con- 
cerned that we might do it under the present impetus, of some people 
who feel like we can cut it all out. 

Secretary Snort. Of course, I think we all realize you can’t have 
military might without having economic strength, and because of this 
wave of economy that has almost become a hysteria, I share the 
gentleman’s apprenhension that the Congress perhaps will go too far 
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in cutting the present budget, when we are enjoying as a Nation, and 
the people as a whole, a high degree of prosperity. 

Mr. Durnam. Can the ; gentleman give us the figure that was sub- 
mitted for the Army ? 

Secretary Suorr. Originally? 

Mr. Duruam. From the field commanders before this cut was 
made ¢ 

Secretary Suorr. Yes. I was right. I knew it was somewhere be- 
tween $900 de tiihaas and $1 billion. And General Shuler here tells me 
the original figure was $919 million. 

The Cuatrman. In that connection 

Secretary Snort. It has been cut to $323 million. 

The Caiman. For the three departments, the field sent in re- 
quests for some $5 billion. 

Secretary Suorr. That is right. 

Mr. Durnam. You wound up, then, with about 33 percent of what 
was in the judgment of the field commanders necessary for security ¢ 

Secretary Suorr. That is right. 

Mr. Duruam. Is that correct ? 

Secretary Suorr. That is right. And it has been cut for the whole 
Military Establishment from in excess of $5 billion to $1,561,000,000. 

Mr. Duruam. How much did the Budget Bureau cut it? 

Secretary Suorr. The last review that the Bureau of the Budget 
made, they cut it $47 million. 

Mr. Durnam. Was that the total cut by the Budget Bureau? 

Secretary Suorr. No, they had made some prev ious cuts. 

I will let General Shuler answer that. 

The Cuarmman. General Shuler, answer that question. 

Secretary Suorr. Because he worked with the Bureau of the 
Budget on this. 

General Suuter. Sir, I might state that we submitted the Army 
program to the Department of Defense on September 1, 1956. It 
has been under continuous review since then. The Bureau of the 
Budget and Department of Defense reviewed it together and cut 
it from about $919 million down to about $364 million. Then, the 
Bureau of the Budget made another review, this time a unilateral 
review, and further cut it $47 million, to where it is not in the request, 
sir. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. I may say in that connection that when I received 
a copy of this bill, which ‘was some weeks ago [confers with Mr. 
Kelleher |—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, could I ask the second question ? 

The Carman, Yes, go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. A couple of years ago we got an authorization and 
appropriation through this committee for the construction of a hos- 
pital at Fort Jackson. I wonder if there is any disposition on the 
part of the Army to finally construct that much-needed installation 
at. Fort Jackson? I think the chairman has had some—— 

The CHamrman. Well, I would suggest, Mr. Rivers, that on par- 
ticular projects we deal 

Secretary Suorr. We are going to take them up in line items. 
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Mr. Rivers. But I heard the Secretary say this, that he would not 
interpose any objection on these projects which he felt certain may 
be needed on the part of the Army. I know the then Colonel Shuler, 
according to his regulations and his instructions, opposed it, for 
which I have no resentment, but I know now he understands after 
the Congress has acted he would not feel he would want to oppose it. 

The Cuamman. Well, may I say this, particularly with reference 
to this project at Camp Jackson, the Congress authorized some hos- 
pitals to be constructed, and_the Congress appropriated the money, 
and it has not been spent. That subject matter will be brought up 
at the proper time when it comes in the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. All right, sir. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, any questions 
from any other members to our distinguished Secretary ¢ 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Secretary, knowing of your great interest in 
the Reserves of this country when you were part of us and served on 
the subcommitee that had to do with Reserves, has this economy wave 
in any way, shape, or form affected the construction of Reserve ar- 
mories as far as the Army is concerned ¢ 

Secretary Suorr. As you know, the Department of the Army has 
been plugging hard to construct so-called half-unit armories—100 
men. It is unfortunate we call them half unit. It could be a unit. 
And you and the gentleman from Louisiana who are so well versed 
on Reserve matters can correct me if I am mistaken. Thirty-five 
or forty percent of our Reserve strength is in the rural and suburban 
areas. You can generate more interest perhaps and get more men 
in these smaller tow ns than you could in a lot of the lar ger cities. 

Now, the Army has approved that as has the Department of De- 
fense and this committee. Also the Congress has approved it. 

[ want to save all the money I can. And like members of this com- 
mittee, I want to build up a strong defense. I am working for Secre- 
tary of Defense, Mr. Wilson, and I am working for Wilbur Brucker, 
the Secretary of the Army, both of whom are directly responsible, of 
course, to the President for living within budget limitations. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Arends —- 

Mr. Arenpns. Mr. Secretary, I don’t know whether you are ac- 
quainted with a fellow—off the record, Sam. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Secretary Suorr. I have had that experience myself. 

Mr. Arenps. It happened to you. But I wanted to assure the Sec- 
retary that I will take this along and tonight I will read it very care- 
fully and with great interest. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Brooks—— 

Mr. Arenps. I wanted you to know why I wasn’t here. 

Secretary Suorr. Well, the ticket may not get you all the way to 
heaven, but it will help you along the road. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Secretary, ig plead guilty, too, to the same thing. 
I was detained and came a little late here. But I feel comforted that 
you are over there with an eagle eye to watch out for the interest of 
national defense and that you are so candid and forthright in your 
expressions of your views over here. It is bound to inspire a lot of 
confidence in the committee in your statements. 
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In line with what Mr. Van Zandt said, however, hasn’t that money 
for construction largely been released by the Bureau of the Budget 
now ¢ 

Secretary Suorr. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Brooxs. If there is any being detained—I think the committee 
would like to know if there is any funds being detained. 

Secretary SuHorr. For MCA it les been released. I was speaking 
particularly about the half-unit armory. 

Mr. Brooxs. Yes. Because I 

Secretary Suorr. Of course, I wish to say this, Mr. Chairman, that 
your chairman of the subeommittee, Mr. Brooks, and his colleagues 
worked very hard on the Reserve bill. 

The CxHatrman. Any questions from any other members of the 
committee ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary 

Secretary Suorr. I thank you, gentlemen, all of you. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuamman. One minute. 

Mr. Reece—— 

Mr. Reece. If I might, I want to make one observation. I think 
there is no place w here a per son develops a philosophy of government, 
and establishes in his mind the clear governmental objective, and 
learns government on an operating basis as well as he does in the 
United States Congress. And we are all, I am sure, recognizing the 
great capacity that our former colleague and present Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Army has for acquiring facts and formulating sound 
opinions. It is very gratifying, I think, Mr, Chairman, that the 
administration has brought into the executive department of the 
Government a man who has had this great opportunity to learn 
government on the operating level and who has evidenced a sound 
judgment, as he has, over the years. 

I personally am very much pleased, not so much in seeing this col- 
league brought into the Government, but to see recognized and. 
brought into the Government someone who has developed a great 
capacity for government on the operating level as has our colleague, 
former colleague, from Missouri. 

The CuarrMan. I want to say, in that connection, that I know of no 
selection or no appointment that this administration has made that 
has added as much strength to it as having designated our former col- 
league, Mr. Short, to be Assistant Secretary of the Army. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Secretary Suorr. Mr. Chairman, I am overwhelmed. [Further 
applause. | 

You will almost have to make those statements, because I am pretty 
sure that there are men in this room sitting before me who are more 

responsible for my appointment than I was. It came wholly unsolic- 

ited on my part. When I had to give up my congressional retirement 
and dispose of some little dinky stocks, which doesn’t make rhyme 
or reason, I told the Senators, when I was up for confirmation, that 
I hoped they wouldn't charge me for the privilege of serving over in 
the Pentagon: [| Laughter. | 

It is a wonderful opportunity, because they are a great team. They 
are hard workers. We are al ‘striving to reach the same goal, and 
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that is to build up a strong America, so mighty that no potential 
enemy ever dare attack us. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I would like to make one 
further brief observation. In commenting upon the selection of the 

able Assistant Secretary of the Army, I did not intend to in anywise 
depreciate the great capacity for service that the trained Army 
personnel 

Secretary Suorr. Surely. Iam sure of that. 

Mr. Reece. Like General Shuler. 

Secretary SHorr. Surely. 

Mr. Reece. Their capacity for acquiring information in the areas 
with which they are concerned is an inspiration to all of us on the 
outside and gives us great confidence. My reference to the selection 
of our former colleague was in recognition of his ability to help to co- 
ordinate all of these efforts and bring them to a final fruition in the 
most effective manner. 

Secretary Suort. Yes. I amsure we all realize that. 

The CuHarmman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I make one short observation as 
a new member of this committee—— 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Who realizes fully that he knows very little about these 
matters compared to these distinguished gentlemen who served on this 
committee so long. I would like to say this one thing, that I do feel 
that I know that the gentleman who has appeared before us is a most 
lovable character. In addition to that, he is one of the great men of 
America, a statesman and effective public servant. And ‘Tam happy 
to know, and I feel sure that he is, in the position that he isin. And 
this other thing. My statement will be brief. I, too, am glad that 
the Secretary of Defense Wilson said what he did. I am glad that 
the President last night said what he did. I might not agree in every 
detail, but, on the ov verall picture, I fully agree. I agree with what 
the distinguished gentleman has said here today. I think hysteria has 
been sweeping us, and I, for one, do not want to see our defense budget 
cut down. 

Secretary Snort. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And I am happy that the Army is fighting for it, and 
I am just a little afraid that you cut a little bit too much, because I 
want to see our defense carefully protected in this country. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Morris. 

Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Snort. Thank you. 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, the next witness 
is Brig. Gen. William R. Shuler. When we finish with this witness, 
then we will read, line by line, the bill. General Shuler will explain 
the bill, and each ‘member will be given a book that goes into detail, 
showing all phases of authorization relating to the particular line item. 

Now, General, please present your comments on this phase of the 
bill. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
fee] most humble in following Secretary Short before this committee, 
and I wish to tell you that I dedicate myself to furnishing this com- 
mittee all the information you desire during this hearing. 
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The Department of the Army is requesting $323,325,000 in new au- 
thorization for military public works in title I of the bill now under 
consideration by this committee. In addition, the Department of the 
Army is requesting amendments to Public Laws 209 and 534 of the 
83d Congress and Public Laws 161 and 968 of the 84th Congress to 
defray deficiencies in authorization granted in fiscal year 1954 thr ough 
1957, brought about basically by the general rise in construction-cost 
indexes thr oughout the world. 

I might say that in the 21% years prior to last December 31, the 
average construction-cost rise in the continental United States’ was 
13.4 percent. 

I will cover this request for amendments to the prev ious public laws 
when sections 105, 106, 107, and 108 are discussed. 

Of the new, unclassified authorization requested in title I, $133,- 
821,000 are for construction within the continental United States, and 
$46,502,000 are for construction outside the continental United States. 

In addition, $143,002,000 are for construction of classified facilities, 
including $10 million for a non-Army project. Before proceeding 
to a detailed review of the proposed Army authorization, I feel it 
would be helpful to outline the content of the Army portion of the 
bill by broad categories, to discuss certain pertinent sections of the 
bill, to discuss the status of planning and the criteria used, to review 
the authorization and fiscal position of the Army military construc- 
tion program, and to outline the method of presentation I propose to 
follow. 

Exclusive of the classified facilities included in title I, the new 
authorization is distributed generally into nine broad construction 
categories, each of which groups facilities of identical or similar 
use. I will review briefly the scope and general type of projects 
included in these categories. 

The first category, “Operational and training facilities,” includes 

various types of buildings, pavements, and ranges required either in 
military operations or training of individuals or units. This category 
totals $17.6 million, distributed $16.3 million in the continental 
United States and $1.3 million overseas; $8.3 million of this category 
are for runways, aircraft parking, airfield lighting, and aircraft- 
refueling facilities at 17 permanent stations in support of the Army’s 
aviation program. 

The balance of the category is composed of operational communi- 
cations, and training facilities in support of the Army’s missions 
throughout the world. 

The category of “Maintenance and production facilities” includes 
buildings and facilities for maintenance of all types of equipment 
and plant used by the Army—aircraft, missiles, tanks, guns, motor 
vehicles, electronic devices, and buildings. 

There are no industrial production type facilities in the program. 
As the committee is aware, production facilities of the industrial type 
are not included in the military public works bill. This category 
totals $26.7 million, distributed $25.1 million in the continental United 
States and $1.6 million overseas. 

Included is the construction of 17 hangars and shops in support of 
the Army’s aviation program in the amount of $8.4 million. Mainte- 
nance and logistical support type facilities in support of our anti- 
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aircraft defense installations in the continental United States, also in 
this category, total $8.5 million. 

The balance of this category is for motor-maintenance shops, tank 
shops, missile maintenance and assembly shops, and ammunition reno- 
vation and repair facilities throughout the continental United States. 

Next is the category of “Research and development and test facili- 
ties,” which includes structures required for research and development 
programs of the Army. This category, totaling $15.8 million, is for 
construction all within the continental United States. $8.3 million of 
this category are for development and testing facilities urgently re- 
quired in support of the missile program of the Army. 

Also included in section 103 of title I are $5 million of authorization 
in a lump sum for the construction of unforeseen research and develop- 
ment requirements. There are also included $2.5 million in this cate- 
gory for the construction of a new Cold Regions Laboratory to be 
located at Dartmouth College, Hanover, N. H., for further research 
and development in the study of permafrost and other aspects peculiar 
to cold regions. 

Supply facilities are defined as special storage facilities, cold stor- 
age, ammunition storage, and field storage. This category totals $22.8 
million, distributed $2.1 million in the continental United States and 
$20.7 million overseas. 

The next category is “Hospital and medical facilities.” This cate- 

ory totals $4 million, distributed $3.8 million in continental United 
States and $154,000 overseas. The principal item in this group is a 
new permanent hospital at Fort Lee, Va. 

This is required to replace a World War II outmoded hospital, 
which has long ago passed its normal life expectancy. 

The next category is “Administrative facilities.” This comprises 
those buildings necessary for the administration of companies and 
larger units. The total amount requested in this category is $1.9 mil- 
lion, of which $1.7 million are in the continental United States and 
$248,000 are for overseas. 

With one exception these administrative facilities are limited to 
regimental size headquarters buildings. The exception noted is a 
Transportation Corps Training Command building at Fort Eustis, 
Va., estimated at approximately $650,000. 

The next major category is “Housing and community facilities.” 
This includes al] housing—family quarters, bachelor officers quarters, 
nurses quarters, and barracks—and all types of community facilities 
for morale, welfare, and recreation. 

This category totals $72.1 million, of which $50.7 million are for 
construction in the continental United States and $21.4 million are 
for construction in overseas areas. Included are 14,808 permanent 
enlisted spaces at permanent stations, and 1,829 semipermanent spaces 
in temporary base-rights areas overseas. 

In addition, included are 360 bachelor officers permanent spaces in 
the continental United States, and 415 units of appropriated fund 
family quarters, to be built at stations where Capehart housing is not 
feasible. 

The eighth category covers all utilities and grounds improvements. 
These comprise such projects as electric power facilities, heating 
plants, sanitary sewage, water-supply systems, storm drainage, roads, 
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and railroads. This category totals $17.6 million, $16.6 million for 
continental United States and $1 million overseas. 

The last category is “Real estate.” This provides for the acquisi- 
tion of real property and for real property site improvements. Land 
acquisition in the Army’s fiscal year 1958 program has been reduced 
to an absolute minimum. Aside from land required for antiaircraft 
Nike installations in the continental United States, there are only 2 
land-acquisition projects included, for a total of 8 aeres in fee title, 
at a cost of approximately $41,500. 

I have suclicled the classified element of the program from the cate- 
gories just covered. This segment of the bill totals $143 million, 
divided generally $125.8 million in the continental United States and 
$17.2 million overseas. $115 million of this total are for further im- 
provements and expansion to the Nike defense system. I propose to 
cover the classified elements of the program in detail when I present 
section 102 of the bill. 

As the committee may recall, the Department of the Army planning 
system for construction is predicated on construction under three 
separate conditions. These are permanent-type facilities in support 
of the long-range permanent Army strength, and modified emer- 
gency type, and temporary-type construction, used to meet interim 
and mobilization requirements, respectively. 

With the exception of facilities for Nike installations and for 
temporary base-rights overseas areas, practically all the authoriza- 
tion requested is for permanent construction at permanent Army 
stations. 

Before reviewing the program in detail, I believe the committee 
would like a picture of the overall status of Army construction au- 
thorization and appropriations. Accordingly, we have brought with 
us the summary chart shown to the committee last year, now extended 
to include an additional fiscal year. 

If the reflection of light on the chart bothers you, gentlemen, this 
chart is included as the last page of my statement you have before 
you. Perhaps you can follow it better by looking at that chart. 

This chart reflects the cumulative totals of authorization, appropri- 
ation, obligations, and expenditures. It also includes the estimated 
projections through the coming fiscal year. 

Fiscal year 1958 will be the 10th year since the postwar return to 
specific authorization of construction projects. 

The green line at the top of the chart reflects the authorization 
granted in 12 acts of Congress—omitting minor amending legis- 
lation—between Public Law 626 of the 80th Congress and Public 
Law 968 of the 84th Congress, and the authorization rescinded by 
three previous acts and that proposed for rescission in the bill now 
under consideration by this committee. The rescission shown as 
effective in August 1953 was accomplished by specific projects desig- 
nated in title VI of Public Law 209, 83d Congress. 

That shown on June 30, 1956, and June 30, 1957, are the result of 
general rescission action on unused authorization, no longer needed. 
The effect of rescissions contained in section 406 of the general pro- 
visions of the bill now before you is indicated in part by the drop 
in the dotted green line as it will affect available authorizations at 
the close of fiscal year 1958. 
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The rescission of authorization of course does not affect the avail- 
able appropriations. The total authorizations granted, less rescis- 
sions, are $3,496.4 million, including general authorization used to 
date. Approval of title I of the bill ‘before the committee will result 
in a new total at the beginning of fiscal year 1958 of $3,821.8 million, 
which includes the general authorization we intend to fund in fiscal 
year 1958. 

The black line shows a similar history of MCA appropriations. 
Through fiscal year 1957, $3,048 million have been appropriated in 
11 acts sof C ongress (inc luding $ $34 million in fiseal year 1955 actually 
appropriated to the Secret tary of Defense but used by the Army 
for family housing). The Army is requesting $372 million in MCA 
appropriations for fiscal year 1958. If granted, this will bring the 
total to $3,420 million. We would then have an unfunded net. au- 
thorization of $383.7 million after fiscal year 1958 rescissions. 

Mr. Chairman, at this point I would like to comment, with your 
permission, sir, on the unfunded authorization, to illustrate that the 
Army is not responsible for a goodly portion of it, sir; I merely cite 
that last year, in the fiscal year 1957 program, we submitted a bal- 
anced request for new money against our new authorization. When 
we finally were allowed to come to Congress with our program, sir, 
the new authorization request was $305 million and the new money 
request for $193 million. That automatically gave us $112 million of 
unfinanced authorization last year. We had no control over that, 
Mr. Chairman, because our program was reviewed and cut to those 
figures before we came to the Congress. 

The Cuatrman. Well, let me get it clear this way. What is the 
amount of unfunded that you have today? As I fund it, it is $388 
million, isn’t it ? 

General Suuter. It is $383.7 million at the end of fiscal year 1958, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, you add the authorization in this 
bill of $323 million, and it will be $711 million. 

General Suuter. No, sir. Mr. Chairman, I have included the au- 
thorization we are requesting this year and the money we are request- 
ing this year and the rescissions. 

The Cuamman. Wait. You raised a question. Your unfunded 
previous authorizations was $388 million, isn’t that correct 

General Suuter. At the end of fiscal year 1958; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. You had that much authorization 
that no money had been appropriated for. 

General Suuter. We will have at the end of fiscal year 1958. 

The CHatrMan. 1957. 

General Suuter. No, sir, 1958. 

Mr. Smart. Including this bill. 

General Suuter. Including this bill, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, you have nothing at all 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I can give you the figure for 

The Cuamman. Wait one minute, members, please. Now, yester- 
day when we got all these figures from the Department I said, “Of 
course, each of the departments has some of this unfunded authori- 
zation; $2,174 million is unfunded—of unfunded authorization is 
broken down as follows.” Now, that is the total amount we author- 
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ized for which money has not been made available. The Army’s 
part of it was $388 million. 

General Sauter. Mr. Chairman, it depends on which fiscal year 
we are talking about. If we are talking about the end of the present 
fiscal year, the Army’s is 369 million. If we are talking about the 
end of fiscal year 1958, which includes this bill and our appropria- 
tion request for 1958 and our rescissions in this bill, then the figure 
is $383 million. They are very close, but those are the exact figures, 
sir, for the end of the 2 fiscal years. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, the Department has asked for $1,800 
million to take care of this bill. 

Mr. Smart. Or will ask. 

The Cuarrman. Of that amount, the Army gets $372 million, is 
that correct ? 

General Suuter. That is our request, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right. Now how much unfunded by previous 
authorizations have you today ¢ 

Mr. Smart. 360. 

General Suuter. We have today $369 million. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then add your $369 million to what is 
in the bill, and that will give you the total authorization, won’t it? 

General Sauter, That is right. 

The Cuatrman. What is that figure, again ? 

General Suuter. That figure, sir, would be $692 million. 

The Cuarrman. All right. And against that $692 million you are 
going to get—the Appropriations Committee gives you $372 million. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. So there will still be about $300 million unfunded. 

General SuHuter. Mr. Chairman, we must add two other things to 
that. We must add the deficiency authorization that we are request- 
ing of this committee, in the amount of $23.5 million, and the general 
authorization we intend to use of $40 million. So that is 63 more 
million that must be added in authorization. Giving you the figure I 
have cited of $383 million, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then, when you get your money this year, you will 
still have—if you get $372 million, you will have a $383 million amount 
of unfunded authorization. 

General Suuter. 383, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHARMAN. 383. 

General SuHuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right; I think the committee has it. Go ahead. 

General Suuter. My point I was making: 

The CHarrmMan. Wait 1 minute, General. Mr. Kilday 

Mr. Kinpay. If the general wanted to clear up something. 

The CHarrman. Go ahead, General. 

General Suuter. The point I was making, sir, which I would like to 
repeat, because it is very important—the only reason I want to make it 
is because I don’t think the Army should take the full responsibility 
for the amount of unfunded authorization we have, and that is this. 

The Cuatrman. I think you have a very fine picture. 

General Suuter. That is this, that last year instead of going to the 
Congress with an equal amount of new money in our request to the new 
authorization in our request, it was unbalanced during the review so 
that the money was $112 million less than the new authorization, which 
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automatically gave us $112 million of unfunded authorization last 
year. That isa part of this $383 million, sir. 

The Cuarmman. The thing that. worries me is not so much with the 
Army or the Navy, because the unfunded obligation, as my figures 
show is this—for the Army is $388 million and for the Navy $258 
million. But the Air Force is $1,523 million, and added to what is in 
this bill makes the Air Force have authorizations i in the amount of $2.5 
billion. 

Now, that is what prompted me in developing these questions. Mr. 
Kilday 

Mr. Kirpay. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the fact we don’t want to 
get in the position of constantly authorizing a big backlog for un- 
funded projects, which would indicate, I assume, that we had not 
carefully analyzed at the time we authorized. But if we do not care- 
fully analyze the authorization, where is the great vice im having an 
unfunded amount. [I don’t quite see why it is of vital or critical 
importance. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we lost control. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well—— 

The Cuarmman. It shows that the program hasn’t been well thought 
out. If we come in here and the Army asks for a large authorization, 
and then they only get a small amount of the money to carry out their 
authorization, it shows one of two things: That the Army has asked 
for things that they couldn’t justify at the time they wanted money 
or else they were asking too far in advance and when you ask too far 
in advance you lose control. 

Just the same principle years ago when the old Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee wrote on the statute book a great amount of ship tonnage. We 
anticipated about 25 years; 25 years has rolled by and we haven’t used 
it up. So we want to keep it sound. Now, you are in pretty good 
fix. You are not in bad—you and the Navy are not bad. But we 
must inquire why we have an unfunded obligation of $1,523 million 
for the Air Force. The Army is ont along: about what you would 
expect. And the Navy is about 1 year in advance of your money 
being made available. 

Mr. Kizpay. Wouldn't the chairman agree with me that the prin- 
ciple thing involved here is that in making these authorizations we 
give very “careful consideration to the line | items, and so long as we 
do give careful consideration of the line items we have dischar ‘ed our 
function. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we have discharged our function. But the 
Army shouldn’t plan and lay up on the shelf such large authoriza- 
tions—that is no department should. They should try to keep the 
authorization and appropri: ition as close to hand in hand as possible. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I feel compelled to reiterate that 
point. That is the point exactly that I am trying to make, that beyond 
our control it became unbalanced last year. “We » submitted a balanced 

request to make the money equal to ‘the new authorization. In the 
review, because of budget limitations, the total amount of new mone y 
requested was cut. 

Mr. Kitpay. You asked for the money, but you didn’t get it. 

General Sivuter. I don’t wish to blame the Congress for not getting 
it. 
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Mr. Kripary. Somewhere along the line you didn’t get the money. 

General Suuer. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, there is another point there, too, it 
would seem to me. If you delay the construction after you get the 
authorization it costs the Government more money. 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Then, when this committee approves an authorization 
for a certain amount and it is delayed several years, it means this, 
that it is going to cost the Government much more than the com- 
mittee intended. 

General Suuter. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr, Chairman. And there is another thing, General 
Shuler. Once you get the clearance of the budget and come to this 
committee and go to the appropriations committee and get your 
money, the budget then takes orale cut at it after the money is given 
to you. So you got to go through the budget another time. Isn’t 
that true? 

General Suurer. Yes, sir. Under the apportionment procedure 
that. we are required to follow in this program, we have to go through 
the Assistant Secretary of Defense, Peonentees and Installation; the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense, Comptroller; and Bureau of the Bud- 
get. before we can get money to carry out any authorized project. 

The Cuatrman. May I say——— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. So after you get the Congress you 
still have another hurdle to go over. 

General SuHuter. That is right. 

The Cuamman. I may say in that connection I had Mr. Hébert’s 
staff break down what ‘happens after Congress authorizes and an 
appropriation is made. I am going to have it read in the record 
during this hearing. 

The committee w ill be astonished how many hurdles and how many 
different.ad hoc boards and different hands it has to go through before 
the law is carried out. 

Mr. Rivers. That is absolutely right. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, I am of the opinion, when I first came to 
Congress, that when Congress passed a law and they appropriate 
the money and it was the law of the land to do that, why the authority 
that is charged with administration would carry it out, But now it so 
happens that when we authorize anything and appropriate the money 
for it why it may be vetoed down in the Department by various groups 
that have a say so over it. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, is that good or bad? 

The CuarrmMan. Well, I do think this. If it so happens that they 
don’t need the money, then they should report back to Congress that 
they don’t need the money and won’t spend the money. But if an 
officer or a head of a Department concludes that it should be built 
just because it doesn’t meet his views, then he is not following out 
administermg the law. The law is to do these things. 

Mr. Arenps, Let me say to that 

The Cramrman. It is going to be a very serious propositio), that 
when Congress authorizes and appropriates the money you have no 
assurance in the world that the law is going to be carried out. And 
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Tam going to read here and you will be astonished how many different 
eople have a say so after the President signs the bill and after 
Dadiatdes appropriates the money to do these things. 

Mr. Arenps. Isn’t there a great lag there sometimes from the time 
the money is appropriated by the Congress of the United States until 
activity starts on a lot of installations ? 

The Cuarman. That may be. 

Mr. Arenps. And changing conditions and times warrant a different 
procedure on the part of those people in the Department. If they 
didn’t do something about it, you people would be probably critical 
of them going ahead. 

The Crarman. No, it doesn’t necessarily follow that when we 
authorize it and conditions change they should spend the money. 

Mr. Arenps. That is right. That is my point. 

The Cuarrman. If they don’t spend the money, they should at least 
come to Congress and ask that the authorization be repealed and that 
they don’t need the money and let the money remain in the Treasury. 

General Suuter. IT hope—— 

The CHarrmMan, We are going into that later. Let’s go on with 
the general now. We diverted him. Go ahead, General. 

General SnHurer. Continuing with my statement. 

The red and blue curves on this chart show cumulative obligations 
and expenditures, respectively. At the beginning of the current fiscal 
year a total of $2,543.4 million had been obligated, and, of that 
amount, $2,133 million had been expended. 

We will enter fiscal year 1958 with an unobligated balance of 
$105 million. It is estimated that $390 million will be obligated 
during fiscal year 1958, which will result in an unobligated carryover 
into fiscal year 1959 of $87 million. 

As has been demonstrated to the committees in previous years, a 
carryover of even greater than this magnitude is necessary, both to 
cover Government costs on work under way and to allow new starts 
during July, August, and September prior to the availability of new 
money appropriated for the new fiscal year. 

The estimated expenditures for fiscal year 1958 are $400 million. A 
characteristic of the construction program is that expenditures for a 
given fiscal year approximate closely the obligations of the previous 
fiscal year. This is shown quite conclusively by a comparison of the 
obligations and expenditures curves on the chart. 

We are continuing to use the authority granted us by Congress to 
strengthen our forward planning. Installations master plans and 
long-range construction programs are under continuing refinement. 
There exists greater clarity and accuracy in the projection of con- 
struction needs than ever before. 

In the field of advance design, improvements in recent years are 
being extended. Practically all of the projects in the program before 
you have been designed to the preliminary stage, and we are now 
proceeding with final design on many of the projects for contract 
award commencing early in fiscal year 1958. The estimates of cost 
are based on these preliminary plans and are as accurate as prebid 
estimates may reasonably be expected to be. 

There are two new items of legislation included in title I of the 
bill which have not been requested by the Army in previous years. I 
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would like to touch briefly on these two items now and cover them in 
greater detail later on during the hearing. 

The first of these is section 103—this section would permit the Sec- 
retary of the Army to proceed with research and development instal- 
lations and facilities for urgent unforeseen research and development 
requirements. The use of this authority would require the approval 
of the Secretary of Defense and would require his determination that 
deferral of such construction for inclusion in the next normal military 
construction bill would be inconsistent with the interests of national 
security. 

This legislation was sponsored specifically by the Department of 
Defense, and similar sections are included in the titles of the other 
services in the construction bill. The total amount of authorization 
requested for Army use is $5 million. Frequently in the research and 
development field, rapidly changing missions require immediate con- 
struction in order that the research and development may proceed 
without delay. The Army would use this authority only where a 
delay in providing facilities under the authority would be detrimental 
to the national security. 

The next. section I would like to discuss is section 104. This pro- 
posed section would permit the Secretary of the Army to purchase, 
out of appropriations available for military construction, existing 
family housing at or near military Nike installations for assignment 
as public quarters to military personnel and their dependents. The 
legislation would limit the amount of such acquisition to 300 units. 
We have found in certain locations that there is existing civilian- 
owned family housing which can be purchased. Under no condition 
would we resort to condemnation. It would be advantageous to pur- 
chase acceptable housing if available in order to provide bshinseatinte 
occupancy at Nike sites as compared to the year and a half required 
to design and construct a new house. Any housing acquired under 
this section will not exceed the statutory cost and space limitations 
prescribed by law. 

As the committee has probably noticed, the format of the justifica- 
tion books has been changed from that used in recent years. Each 
committee member has before. him 1 of 4 project justification books. 
This book is a condensed version of the program including station 
summaries and lists of projects, with their scope and cost, to be built 
at each installation. 

The other three books contain the detailed justification sheets for 
each individual line item in the program. Sufficient copies of these 
have been furnished to the counsel for each committee member if 
desired. The Secretary of Defense has modified and extended the 
format used by the Army in previous years and has prescribed its 
use in all three services. 

The major addition appears on the installation summary sheet in 
the book before vou, showing the existing station inventory, the total 
additional capacity required, and the prior authorization outstanding 
as of the date indicated. Additional information peculiar to specific 
projects will, of course, be furnished orally to the committee during 
testimony to follow. 

With the permission of the committee, I propose to begin the review 
of the program with facilities for the Ordnance Corps followed by 
those for the other technical services, then the Zone of Interior armies, 
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and conclude with the overseas theaters. This presentation will fol- 
low the language of title I. From time to time it may be necessary 
to introduce supporting witnesses as experts in particular fields, but 
in the main, I will handle the presentation. 

Mr. Chairman, at this point I respectfully ask that we be allowed 
to give the committee a short briefing on the Army’s accomplishment 
in the family housing field, specifically speaking of direct-appropri- 
ated-fund housing. 

The Cuarrman. You mean with reference to Capehart houses? 

General Sucver. It will cover the entire field, but specifically 
directed at appropriated fund housing, what we have accomplished 
so far with the authority Congress has given. 

The Cuarrman, My only observation is I wish you had continued 
to the appropriated housing program, but you got away from it after 
we granted some 30,000 units to be built, when you went to the Cape- 
hart. In this bill the Army is only asking for some 400 units to be 
built, mostly in Alaska, We have all committed ourselves now, since 
the Department wouldn’t go along with the direct appropriated au- 
thority houses. But we will be glad to hear you on any phase of the 
housing that you want to have anything to say. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the witness this question: 
In reference to making a decision regarding the use of Capehart and 
other type housing other than Government-constructed housing, 
whose decision was that? Was that an Army decision or was that a 
decision from another branch of Government ? 

General Suuxer. I would say, sir, that that is a decision of the 
Department of Defense. It is true, Mr. Chairman, that the bill 
before you requests only 415 appropriated-fund houses. That is not; 
however, the request the Army submitted in its program on September 
i, 

The Cuarrman. Well, of course, I think, General, that in view of 
the policy that has been adopted now to adhere to the Capehart 
legislation and only have a limited number of direct appropriated 
houses, nothing would be gained by your merely telling us the great 
advantage of the direct appropriated houses because we know that 
and we know it is cheaper and we tried to go along with you and 
we gave you 30,000 units, but you turned it down. 

yeneral SuHuter. Mr. Chairman 

The Crarman. You started out on it and was asking for the 
money, and then came along this idea that we were going to get 
something for nothing and wouldn’t have to spend any money out 
of the Treasury and everybody fell over backwards to endorse the 
Wherry houses and the Capehart houses. But you go ahead and 
make your statement, whatever you want to say. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, that is what I wanted to bring out 
there. In making this change, was it a frustration on the part of 
the Army in not being able to get what they wanted and having 
to take something second best. 

The Carman. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. I think it would help us if we knew what the Army 
wanted in that respect. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, in answer to your question and 
Mr. Brooks’ question at the same time, this briefing is not to com- 
pare the advantages of any type of houses but to show you what we 
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have done with the authority you have given us for MCA houses. 

The Cuarman. All right, go ahead. 

General Suuter. And in answer to your question, sir-—— 

Mr. Brooxs. Yes. 

General Suuter. And to correct in behalf of the Army one im- 
pression, we have received authorization for 10,176 units in the 
Army. I know the chairman is speaking of the Department of De- 
fense as a whole. Of that, we have under contract over 6,000 units. 
And we have used up all the money we got to fund those houses. 
We were shorted appropriated money, so we could not do the re- 
mainder of the authorization. So we feel we have made good prog- 
ress on the MCA houses we have had authorized for the Army. 

We would have liked to continue on MCA housing as a primary 
program, but the Capehart law was passed and the policy was 
adopted to use it. We are trying to use both to the fullest extent 
we can. We originally asked for more MCA houses in this bill 
than are presently in the bill. 

Mr. Durnam. General, how much of this 50 million credit com- 
modity deal are you going to get overseas? 

General Suuter. Sir, on the surplus commodity, of course, that 
is not in this bill or an appropriated fund proposition. That is—— 

Mr. Duruam. Yes, but it is housing just the same, with tax- 
— money. 

yeneral Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Of course it doesn’t reflect itself in this bill but-—— 

General Suvuter. I can give you the facts on that. 

Mr. Durnam. You are getting $50 million and I suppose you are 
supposed to get your share of it. 

Mr. Rivers. They are getting their share of it. 

General Suvuter. We are using surplus commodity funds overseas 
to build family housing. 

Mr. Duruam. How many units are you going to get out of it this 
year, or plan to? 

General SuHuter. The overseas temporary base rates family hous- 
ing gross requirement is for 64,002 units. We only program 80 per- 
cent of that in order to be sure we don’t overbuild. That would be 
51,201 units. 

We have assets of 48,980. This includes those built with occupa- 
tion funds, such as in Germany, rental guaranty program in France, 
and community support taken into account. So the deficit is 2,215 
houses. 

Mr. Durnam. How many do you get out of the $50 million that is 
in this bill or requested by the Secretary for the credit commodity 
deal that you aid you already made an which is available? That 
fund is available for you. 

General Suuter. Colonel Symbol, can you answer that question ? 

Colonel Sympvox. I am Colonel Symbol. The Department of the 
Army is the executive agent for the Department of Defense for hous- 
ing in Japan, France, Turkey, Italy, and Greece. In Japan the De- 
partment. of the Army as executive agent has 1,700 houses under 
development; 505 

Mr. Durnam. Out of what fund ? 

Colonel Symeox. Surplus commodity funds. 

Mr. Durnam. Surplus commodity. 
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Colonel Sympox. Out of the 1,700, sir, there is about 800 under con- 
struction—505 for the Army; 378 are ’ completed in Japan for the 
Army. The balance, of 127, will be under construction before. the 
end of June—before June 30, 1957. 

In France the joint construction agency lias accepted the contrac- 
tor’s proposal to build not more than 2,800 houses worth $50 million: 
The funds will be generated through the sale of surplus commodities. 
Out of the maximum 

Mr. Duruam. $50 million for France alone? 

Colonel Symsox. For houses for the Air Force and the Army in 
France. 

Mr. Brooxs. 2,800 houses. 

Colonel Symeou. A maximum of 2,800. We will probably get a 
little less than that. 

Of 2,800 planned for France, the Army plans to get approximately 
1,068 units, and the balance w ill be for the Air Force. 

We hope that the construction contract, or the leasing agreement— 
it is really a leasing agreement—will be consummated before the end 
of May, that is, before the end of this month. 

The Cuamman. That gives Mr. Durham what he asked for. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, have you actually built any houses out of 
Commodity Credit funds and occupied by personnel at the present 
time? 

Colonel Sympot. In Japan? 

Mr. Durnam. In Japan only. You haven’t any in England? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir; in England the Air Force is the executive 
agent. -I don’t have the actual figures. 

Mr. Duruam. I don’t care about the figures. 

Solonel Sympou. Some houses are completed in England, sir. 

The Cuarmman. General, I think the best thing to do— 

Mr. Duruam. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. How many of these 
different methods—you have Capehart fund housing, you have appro- 
priated fund housing, you have surplus commodity. housing. 

Colonel Syapot.. We have leasing. 

Mr. Durnam. You have what? 

General Sauter Leasing at Nike sites. 

Colonel Symxou. Leasing for housing at the antiaircraft sites. 

Mr. Durnam. You have four methods of getting housing. 

Colonel Sympox. Plus housing under Public Law 574 for housing 
for scientists or personnel working at research and development 
installations. 

Mr. Ketiener. Guaranteed rental housing. 

Colonel Symeox. Guaranteed rental in France. 

Mr. Durnam. Then you are using about six different methods now? 

Colonel Symon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. No wonder it is messed up. [Laughter. ] 

The Cuarmman. All right. Members of the committee, the first 
thing now 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask the colonel or the general one question. 
He said in his statement on page 9, “Under no condition would we 
resort to condemnation.” 

The Cuarrman. That is at Nike sites. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. Is that at Nike sites? 

General Suvter. Just Nike sites. 
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The Cuairman. That is right. You see what they propose to do— 
now, I want to put in the record right now a breakdown by package 
or by title showing how the money is spent. For instance, perma- 
nent barracks, $30,600. Land acquisition, 8 acres in fee, 420 acres 
in easement, $100,000. Hospitals, so much. That gives the complete 
breakdown. Put that in the record. 

(The information is as follows:) 


MiLitary Construction, ARMy—Masor Categories, Fiscat Year 1958 AuTHoRI- 
ZATION REQUEST 
Apr. 30, 1957 


Permanent barracks: (tn millions) 
Permanent, 14,808 spaces__.._-..-.-__--- sid athe the bots edi iad taeniate $30. 6 
Permanent barracks support (messes, supply, and administrative 

TRIER ch orca geen ne agree arabes ep er aida aan ne ad a ERE en kes 11.2 

Bachelor Officers Quarters: 

Permanent; O60; sneces 05 2~ eG yae wee ling ee eel 2.9 
Seniipgesmanent/ 116; SPR COR 6s ~ccnieenb dnd bbtindtietoenedensiie< 4 

Land acquisition (8 acres in fee and 428 acres in easement) —~.._________ 4 

Hospital (1.at Bort Lee) 2-256 ah Ss es 3.1 

Dispensaries (2 at Oakland and Bliss)_----------.-_~-._L----_----+_-- a8 


Welfare and morale facilities (including 3 PX’s, 7 officer or NCO open 





messes, 2 chapels, 1 theater and related facilities) ....._____________ 3.2 
Family housing (416 units at station where Capehart is not feasible) ___ 12.6 
Research and development facilities___-......__-__---______-__-_____- 20.3 
Protective Construction: iJ ull Or ee ea ee 2.7 
Tactical facilities (Nike and Hawk) ~~~. ~--~.--. 02 nee eee 115.0 
NiRe’ leWEtledl , RRDOR banca ke elect Biibierirtevcere ced bbb erat dba btn 8.5 
Army aviation (hangars, taxiways, runways, shops at 18 stations) ______ 20.8 
Korea (minimum improvements to troop living conditions) ...___--___ 10.0 
BOG Prakee.. 2) ee ee ee 2 Sei ie 20.8 
Dee tiees fii ih a Se te ie baie ind oes louise 13. 0 
Cis iis ie. Shh din cntsd-neey se eeoretinn dbl bebcorrtecteets aaa 26.3 
GCE MISCO AREONs Tin ks eis stiddeceeedito ete hensntinanaane 21.1 

Tote eo Le ie es ee ae 323.3 


The Cuatrrman. Now, General, let’s read H. R. 7130. Mr. Kelleher, 
will you please give each member of the committee—— 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Mr. Chairman, are we going to get a chance to 
question the witness ? 

The CHarrMan, Yes. 

Mr. Brooxs. He wants to give us the housing. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. I want to ask him a question on his statement. 

The Cuatrman. All right; any questions on the general’s state- 
ment ? 

Mr. Van Zanvt. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Is he going to give us the housing presentation 
that he referred to? 

General Suuter. We are prepared to, if you desire. 

The Cuatrman. I see nothing that can be gained by it, except 
merely to take the time to show what a good job you have done. We 
know you have done a good job. You built all the Congress appro- 
priated money for. You had to stop because you couldn’t get any 
more money. Now you are building—now you are having the Cape- 
hart houses to meet your requirements, plus renting Thine and 
buying houses at Nike sites, plus Commodity Credit houses outside 
of the United States. 

Mr. Harpy. How long is his statement, Mr. Chairman? If his 
statement is not too long, maybe we ought to have it. 
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The Cuarrman. All right, General, let’s read the statement. 
General SHutrr. Mr. Zachrison, do you have your statement? 
Mr. Zacurison. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Members will please come to order. 
Now, will you give your name to the reporter ? 

Mr. Zacurison. My name is H. B. Zachrison. I am Chief of the 
Engineering Division, Military Construction, Office of Chief of Engi- 
neers. 

The Carman. All right, we will be pleased to have you make any 
statement you desire to do so. 

Mr. Zacurison. This presentation is being made to inform you with 
respect to the present status of the program for the design and con- 
struction of dependent-family housing for the popes are of the 
Army in the continental United States. It will include the housing 
being built under military construction appropriations as well as 
under Public Law 1020, 84th Congress, Title VIII: Military Housing, 
otherwise known as the Capehart Housing Act. 

As you know, Public Law 663 required the Secretary of Defense to 
certify that (1) it was impracticable to provide housing under title 
VIII, (2) no housing was available at reasonable rates, and (3) it was 
impracticable to provide housing under existing law. The Depart- 
ment of the Army adopted the position that (1) all dependent-family 
housing should not be substandard in size and should be of good 
quality, (2) it should be constructed for a long economic life with 
low maintenance costs, (3) use should be made of modern or unique 
construction methods as well as local materials, (4) there should be no 
difference in quality between enlisted men’s and oflicer’s quarters, and 
(5) the oe should be the maximum in quality and size permitted 
by the various legal limitations. 

Congressional space and cost limitations for fiscal year 1955 were 
so low as to result in construction almost entirely for noncommissioned 
officers and company-grade officers with a large percentage of two- 
bedroom units. A total of 1,612 units were contracted for in fiscal 
year 1955 at an average cost for the house only to the 5-foot line of 
$10,171. Including utilities, this cost was $12,820. 

The limitations for fiscal year 1956 are as you see on chart No. 1. 
There are space limitations of 1,080 square feet for enlisted men, 1,250 
square feet for lieutenants and captains, 1,400 square feet for majors 
and lieutenant colonels, 1,670 square feet for colonels, and 2,100 square 
feet for generals. These areas are the net floor area defined as space 
between the inside face of the exterior walls of the house, and are 
exclusive of storage space and utilities space provided for furnace, 
water heaters, and for washers and driers, in lieu of basement. The 

*cost limitations which are still current are $12,000 for quarters for 
enlisted men, $14,000 for company-grade officers, $16,000 for field- 
ade officers, $18,000 for colonels, and $20,000 for generals. 

With these limitations in mind, we prepared designs, basically, for 
five geographical areas, the East, Southwest, Middle West, west coast, 
and Northwest. Charts have been prepared showing the designs for 
these major geographical areas, together with photographs of some 
completed construction. In this portion I will confine my discussion 
to two geographical standards of design, one for the East and one 
for the Southwest. The first was used generally throughout the 
East and is quite representative of the type of construction through- 
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out the continental United States. If desired, I will answer any 
questions with respect to the other regional designs, __ 

Mr. Rivers. I have one. Who put those limitations on those 
houses? That was the Banking and Currency Committee. 

Mr. Zacurison. No, sir; I believe those limitations were put on by 
the Senate Armed Services Committee. 

The Cuarrman. That is fixed by law. 

General SuHuuer. They are in public law. 

Mr. Zacurison. They are in public law at the present time. 

Colonel Sympox. Public Law 626, for the space. 

The Cuatrman. That is right, the Congress put the limitation on. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute now. In the recent Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee bill, they increased that 1,080 square feet to some- 
thing else. 

The Carman. That is not the law today. It hasn’t passed the 
Senate. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. I want to find out. 

Mr. Keiitener. No. The Banking and Currency bill this year 
would establish those same area limitations for all housing. 

Mr. Rivers. Didn’t they increase it in the last year’s bill 

Mr. Keitener. They increased the money amount, but not the 
square footage. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, the money amount. 

Mr. Price. One of the statements, 1 believe, referred to the possible 
money requests for increasing the space for enlisted men. 

Mr. Kettener. Yes, sir; for 15 percent of them. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; that 1s this year’s bill, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. All right; go ahead. 

Mr. Zacurison. Chart No. 2 shows the 2- and 3-bedroom, row-type 
house for enlisted men. As I noted previously, the legal maximum 
for this type of house is 1,080 square feet. The net area accom- 
plished under this design is 1,064 square feet. 

I would like to call your attention to the rather small size of rooms 
which we can obtain with this space limitation. For the 3-bedroom 
unit, the largest bedroom is 11 feet. 8 inches by 13 feet, the second 
bedroom is 9 feet 10 inches by 10 feet, and the third bedroom is 8 feet 
8 inches by 11 feet 8 inches. This third bedroom would not permit 
more than 1 single-size bed. 

Downstairs we have a combined living and dining area with the 
living room 15 feet 10 inches by 11 feet 6 inches and the dining area 
8 feet 4 inches by 9 feet 6 inches. The kitchen has an area 8 feet by 
11 feet 4 inches. This space which is shaded is that space not. in- 
cluded within the space limitation of 1,080 square feet and provides 
space for the furnace, water heater, storage next to the kitchen, and 
space for such facilities as washer and drier. 

The washer and drier themselves are not included in the costs: We 
have studied this design very carefully with the view toward deter- 
mining the possibility of providing an additional bathroom or half 
bath plus an additional bedroom within the space limitation. The 
Army feels a definite need for providing a reasonable percentage of 
all quarters in the 4-bedroom size to take care of the larger families. 
After extensive study it was determined that to provide the extra 
bedroom and half bath would reduce the rooms to a substandard size. 
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Decision was then made that we would not attempt to provide these 
within current space limitations. This eastern design provides for 
exterior walls having a veneer of common brick over wood sheathing 
and studs for the first story. Wood sidmg such as tongue and groove 
over wood sheathing and studs is provided for the second story. The 
specifications provide that this house be given 1 coat of exterior 

rimer and 2 coats of exterior paint in either beige, gray, or yellow. 
hese variations in color materially relieve the monotony of appear- 
ance resulting from standardization of design. 

Virtually all the construction accomplished under these programs 
are, as shown in this design, with the first floor having a slab on 
grade with asphalt tile floor covering. The second floor has hard- 
wood flooring except for the bathroom which usually has asphalt tile. 
The base bids provide for dry wall construction with one coat of flat 
oil paint on primer sealer except in bathroom where semigloss enamel 
is called for. Windows are aluminum casements with options for 
aluminum, steel, or wood awning types or steel-casement type. Bid- 
ding schedules provide for certain additive items as prices permit, 
including gutters and downspouts, ceramic tile in bathrooms, vene- 
tian blinds, lath and plaster in lieu of dry wall, oak block flooring in 
lieu of asphalt tile in certain of the rooms. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask a question there ? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. In order to live with those space limitations, you 
found out that that is the best way you can meet it ¢ 

Mr. Zacurison. Yes, sir. We can get more area with row houses 
than we can with a single-family house; also the cost is less. 

Mr. Rivers. It is because of the space limitations you were com- 
pelled to design this type? 

Mr. Zacurison. Space and cost, primarily cost. 

Mr. Brooks. Those space limitations ought to be increased. Those 
room sizes ought to be increased and it is false economy to have the 
rooms that small. We don’t do it in civilian life and we ought not 
to require you to do it in the military. 

Mr. Rivers. I say you should resist that. You don’t like the 1080. 
You are not even building houses like that in certain areas. I 
think the Defense Department should try to get that increased and 
present some sort of a program. 

Mr. Zacurison. We have, sir. 

Secretary Suorr. Mr. Chairman, will you suffer an interruption 
there ? 

The Cratrman. Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Snort. I am awfully glad that the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana and the gentleman from South Carolina brought out this 
point. The Army did try to get this space increased I think, but 
were turned down by Defense. 

Mr. Rivers. Our subcommittee visited these things, on all projects 
which were brought before the subcommittee. I think it is false 
economy because they don’t like it, and it doesn’t serve the need. 

The Cuarmman. There are two ways to correct it. One way is to 
correct the law, and the other is to deny the house. 

If you are going to build the house, you have to do it according to 
statute, as far as area is concerned, and as far as money is concerned. 
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Mr. Brooxs..I think the chairman is eminently right, that we ought 
to get behind it, and move to change that law and get that space 
increased. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on that be- 
fore.you get too far. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Hardy, 

Mr. Harpy. There is undoubtedly justification for increasing 
the size of some of these houses, but the minute you change the size 
or increase the size of an enlisted man’s house you are going to have 
every one of them built to the increased size. Now, if there is any 
justification for requiring an enlisted man who has nobody but his 
wife to live in a three-bedroom house with more than 1,080 square 
feet, I don’t know what it is. 

The Cuarrman,. There is this thought. May I say this—— 

General Suuter. There is no such requirement, Mr. Hardy. 

The CuarrMan. In view of the Capehart housing bill that passed 
the House the other day has the same square footage for each one of 
the grades and at the same cost, and the matter is pending before the 
Senate Banking and Currency C ommittee, I suggest that Mr. Brooks 
and Mr. Rivers and Mr. Hardy and Mr. Bates and General Devereux 
appear before the Senate Banking and Currency Committee and 
point out that in the enlisted gi rade a house of the type fixed by stat- 
ute today is not sufficient, and should be increased at least in area, 
and if you do it in area, it is bound to increase the dollars and cents. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuairnman. We will try to get somewhere, we can get no more 
by it, unless you have some objective, because, as far as the law is 
concerned, today it has to follow the law. 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

I have seen the Wherry housing and the Wherry housing I have 
seen is much too small, and it just ‘breeds dissatisfaction in your serv- 
ice to give an enlisted man some of those Wherry houses there, and 
instead of making a friend out of him you will lose him because he 
is so unhappy about it. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, I will suggest that these gen- 
tlemen whose names 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, wait a second. 

There is objection unless and until I can get some substantiating 
support from the military. If they will follow me, I will certainly 
go to bat for them. 

The CuarrmMan. We certainly don’t have to have the backing of the 
military on a matter that addresses itself to the commonsense to our 
own way of thinking. 

If it is proper to increase it, why, it should be increased; if not, it 
should not be increased. 

But this whole matter has been gone into most carefully. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, 

How many feet do you have in enlisted men’s quarters for two- 
bedroom and three-bedroom houses today ? 

Mr. Zacnrison. They are averaging close to 1,080 square feet for 
the three-bedroom house. They are running about 950 square feet 
for the two-bedroom house. 


Mr. Bares. What is the minimum of FHA today ? 
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Mr. Zacurison. With the exception of three-bedroom houses, they 
aren’t defined in terms of net area. 

They are defined with respect to sizes of room. 

Mr. Bates. What does it all add up to, compared to what you are 
recommending here ? 

Mr. Zacurison. The FHA minimum is somewhat below what is 
seen here. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, go ahead, Mr. Witness. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, let us take a few moments if we muy. 

The Cuarmman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. They are a little bit below what you are recommending 
here, but higher than what you have presently. 

Mr. Zacurison. No, sir. They are somewhat below what we have 
presently. 

Mr. Bares. Do you think we are in a sound position to recom- 
mend that the military have more spacious quarters than what are 
provided for ordinary citizens? 

Mr, Zacurison. Those are absolute minimums, I don’t think that 
we should recommend those absolute minimums, as standards. 

Mr. Bates. Well, I wonder if you can get a rundown for us and get 
those figures provided to the committee ? 

Mr. Zacurison. Yes, sir, we can. 

Mr. Bares. So we can examine what the military picture is. 

General Suvucer. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad to furnish this com- 
mittee the Army’s recommended increases as to space and money. 

The CuarrMan. You can contact Mr. Brooks, chairman of the sub- 
committee, I just designated to consult the chairman of the Senate 
Banking and Currency , Committee, and tr y to present the facts where 
you think they should consider whether or not the facts warrant a 
change in the standards. 

Mr. Duritam. Do we use these limitations overseas? 

Colonel Sympnou. No, sir; not for surplus commodity type housing. 

Mr. Zacurison. It is something less, 15 percent less, 

Colonel Sympot. It is less, considerably less. 

The Cuarman. Let him answer the question. 

One at a time. 

Mr. Zacurison. These areas are less than what are used overseas 
for MCA housing in United States possessions. 

Mr. Dunnam. They are less what we use overseas. 

Mr. Zacurison. Colonel Symbol. 

Colonel Sympoi. Mr. Chairman, the square footage we used over- 
seas—the square footage that we are authorized to use overseas for 
surplus commodity housing is considerably less than was authorized 
under Public Law 626 for MCA housing as enumerated a little earlier. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Green. Did I understand you to say that the FHA require- 
ments, minimum requirements, are lower than these ? 

Mr. Zacurison. Somewhat lower. I couldn’t detail them exactly, 
but they are not exactly these, but somewhat lower than these. 

Mr. Green. Do you ‘know what the minimum requirements, FHA 
requirements, are, do you? 

Mr. Zacurison. I don’t have them in my mind. 

I can obtain them. 
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General Suuter. I do recall one dimension of about 8 feet for a 
bedroom. I think 70 square feet is the minimum bedroom, Now, 
that is a mighty small bedroom. 

The Cuarrman. Mr, Bennett? Lee 

Mr. Bennett. May I ask if there is any differentiation made 
among enlisted men as to the size of the family ! ’ 

In other words, when you build a section of housing units, do you 
make an arrangement for a certain percentage of them to be of an 
additional number of bedrooms so you could assign enlisted men with 
big families to those particular units ! 

Suuter. Mr. Congressman, I will let Mr. Zachrison an- 
swer your question, but I want to say this: We can’t build any 4- 
bedroom houses because of the limitations, principally, the money 
limitation. And in the case of the 2,100 square feet for a general’s 
quarters, we can’t build over 1,700 square feet that I can recall be- 
cause of the money limitation. 

You just can’t build it with the money. 

Mr. Bennett. Instead of trying to make all enlisted men have 
these excessive quarters, in the case of just a couple who need it, 
why don’t you make some plan which would be based on a percent- 
age where you would have a certain number. 

General Suuter. We do that. 

Mr. Zacurison. We have, sir. 

We are only building a fraction of the total in three-bedroom 
requirements. 

he Cuarrman. Have you any further statement ? 

Mr. Bennett. The two-bedroom unit, 

General Suuter. We built 2, 3, and we have built some 1’s, but 
we are going to discontinue oe any more 1-bedroom houses. 

Mr. Zacurison. If I may, I would like to read this, because I think 
I have the figures in this presentation here. 

The Crarrman. All right. 

Mr. Zacurison. Chart No. 3 shows a floor plan for company grade 
officers in the same general area. The legal maximum net area is 1,250 
square feet. This Sasten provides 1,230 net square feet for the three- 
bedroom size. This increase in area permits slightly larger rooms 
than those for the noncommissioned officers. The living-room and 
dining-room area combined is 23 feet by 15 feet with the largest bed- 
room having a size of 12 feet 2 inches by 15 feet 6 inches. 

A second bedroom is 12 feet 2 inches by 15 feet, and the third 
bedroom is 11 feet 4 inches by 10 feet 8 inches. 

The kitchen is 13 feet 8 inches by 8 feet 8 inches in size. 

As I stated earlier, the quality of construction is identical to that 
of the NCO quarters with the exception that this is a 1-story house 
rather than a 2-story house and is a duplex rather than a row type. 

The same type of exterior materials are used. These designs were 
constructed under the fiscal year 1956 MCA program in such varied 
places as Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.; Fort Benning, Ga.; Fort 
Bragg, N. C.; Fort Campbell, Ky.; Fort Devens, Mass. ; Granite City, 
Ill.; Fort McClellan, Ala.; Transmitter Station, Va.; and Fort Sheri- 
dan, Il. The total number of quarters, constructed to these particular 
designs shown aggregate, for fiscal year 1956, 994 for the enlisted 
men’s row house, and 389 for the officers’ one-story duplex. On chart 
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4 I have shown some representative pictures of construction at Fort 
Knox, Ky., which utilized these plans. 

The photo in the upper lefthand corner is a front view of an 8-unit 
noncommissioned officers’ quarters having 2-bedroom and six 3-bed- 
room units. The lower left photo is a front view of a 4-unit non- 
commissioned officers’ quarters, having two 2-bedroom units and two 
3-bedroom units. 

The lower right photo is a general view showing a group of NCO 
quarters. The photo in the upper right is an interior view of a 
furnished living room in a seven-unit NCO quarters. These furnish- 
ings are the property of the occupant and are not supplied by the 
Government. 

The next chart has some photos of company grade officers’ quarters. 
The upper left is a front view of a two-family unit. The lower left 
photo shows a group of these duplexes. While the lower right is a 
rear view of this same type unit. The upper right is an interior view 
of a furnished living room-dining room in a two-family unit. 

On the next chart, No. 6, I have shown the type of house being 
constructed for company grade officers in the Southwestern United 
States. As you will note, these are 1-story, ranch-type construction 
with exteriors of a wide variety of materials, such as brick venee i 
wood siding including rough-sawn cedar 1 by 12 inch boards with 1 
by 3.inch battens, redwood V- joints, redwood beveled 1 by 10 inch 
siding. 

Again, the floor slabs are on grade with a floor covering of oak 
strip in entry, living, dining, and f: unily rooms, vinyl tile in kitchen, 
and asphalt tile in bedrooms, hall, and closets. 

The roofs are of built-up asphalt or tar, treated with crystalline or 
white marble or crushed red brick aggregate so as to increase reflect- 
ance of heat from the sun as well as to improve the appearance, 

The partitions are generally of dry wall or plywood panel with 

ernmic tile over tub in bathroom. 

oW hile the legal maximum net area permissible 1 is 1,250 square feet, 
this house is designed to 1,164 square feet. EM’s « uarters were of 
the same general type of construction excepting that they are of course 
to the smaller size and are limited by the 1,080 square feet area limita- 
tion; 200 of the Em’s and 90 of the company grade officers’ quarters 
described herein _were built at Fort Hood, Tex. 

On chart No. 7 are photographs of completed housing constructed 
at Fort Hood according to the standards which I have just described. 
The top right photo is an exterior view of a 2-bedroom duplex NCO 
quarters. 

The photos below are interior views of a two-bedroom duplex. The 
next row of photos is of company grade officers’ quarters, three-bed- 
room duplexes, with pictures underneath of their interiors. 

The following row has exterior and interior views of colonel’s 
quarters, single units. The row of photos at the far left are of 
individual generals’ units with three bedrooms, 

In continental United States, we contracted in 1956 for 3,616 units 
at 34 locations at an average cost to the 5-foot line of the house only 
of $12,393 with a total cost including outside utilities of $16,176 for 
a program total of $58,492,000. Under both fiseal year 1955 and 
1956 MCA programs, we contracted for a total of 5,228 units in con- 
tinental United States, at a total cost of $79,200,000. In fiseal year 
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1957, we have contracted for 546 units in both continental United 
States and overseas areas. 

I believe that you will see from this that current. cost. and space 
limitations will not permit the design and construction of four-bed- 
room units. I also believe you will agree that whether he be a non- 
commissioned officer, a lieutenant, captain, major, colonel, or general, 
aman with a wife and 4 or 5 children will require more than a 3-bed- 
room unit. Statistics show that there are a substantial percentage of 
Army families of this number or more for whom consideration should 
be given by increasing space and cost limitations. 

Currently, the bulk of our housing requirements is being programed 
under what is popularly known as title VIII housing, Public Law 
345, 84th Congress, approved August 11, 1955, which provided for 
armed services housing mortgage insurance which would in turn 
permit private financing for military dependent family housing. 

The maximum average insurable cost was limited to $13,500 per 
family unit, with an expiration date for the act of September 30, 
1956. This act was later amended by Public Law 1020, 84th Con- 
gress, approved August 7, 1956, which raised this limit to $16,500 per 
family unit. As of May 1, 1957, the Department of the Army had 
placed under construction under this program at 25 locations, 9,360 
units; 4,913 units had been bid at 8 locations but not awarded; 433 
units are under advertisement, and the balance of 26,688 units author- 
ized are under design as of May 1, 1957. 

Mr. Durnam. Just a moment. Those units that you have bids on 
and have not been built, why have they not been built? 

The lack of financing? 

Mr. Zacurison. The lack of financing. 

General Suurer. Mr. Durham, it is because of the tight money 
market, and the fact that the Department of Defense has placed the 
entire program on a priority basis on account of the shortage of 
money. 

Mr. Duruam. Those bids are already in and everything is ready 
to go, except the financing. 

General Suuter. That is essentially correct, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. That is the main thing; is it not? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. How many units you have, you say ? 

Mr. Zacurison. Under that category, there are 4,913 units bid at 
8 locations but not awarded. 

Mr. Durnam. Have you any now in the process of taking of bids or 
have you stopped taking bids? 

Mr. Zacurison. We must stop until we have awarded these or a 
number of these. We don’t let any more bids until we have already 
completed the award of a similar number. 

The Cuatrman. Now, may I—— 

Mr. Durnam. That just about closes you out with the Capehart 
bill, unless something happens. 

Mr. Zacurison. They gradually became financed, some of them. 

Mr. Duruam. That is what I say. 

The Cuarrman,. Let me get this clear now. Have you any infor- 
mation now of the number of Capehart houses you are building where 
you have Wherry houses ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Zacurison. I don’t have that. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. We have a total of about 22,000 Wherry 
houses. As it stands now, we have a mandatory requirement to 
acquire about 14,000 of those because of either Capehart under con- 
struction or approved by Department of Defense at those installa- 
tions. 

We are presently embarked on that, sir, and we are not—— 

The CHarrman. What progress ‘are you making in acquiring 
Wherry houses where you are building Capehart houses ? 

General Suuter. Well, Mr. C hairman 

The Cuarrman. Have you actually acquired them, and assigned 
quarters to any of them ¢ 

General Suuter. No, sir; we have not actually acquired any, Mr. 
Chairman. 

But we have all of our instructions out and we are not fighting the 
thing at all, I can assure you, and we have—I have a schedule here 
of the submittal by the Corps of Engineers 

The Cuatrman, Now, of course, we all ‘understand you can’t com- 
mence your Capehart houses until you at least try to make an effort 
either by negotiation or condemnation to get the Wherrys; isn’t that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Durnam. Where the Wherrys are there ? 

The Cuatrman. Where the Wherrys are, of course. How many 
places are there where you are building Capehart where Wherry is 
existing ? 

What is the total number ? 

General Suuter. You have the number of places, Colonel ? 

The Cuarrman. How many are there? 

Colonel Symnox. Twenty-four. 

General Suuter. There is a total of 24 installations, sir. 

Colonel Sympox. Twelve under construction. 

General Suuter. At which 12 are under construction on Capehart 
and which the rest have approved projects. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, that is not what I wanted. 

I want to know how many places where you have Wherry houses 
that you are building Capehart houses. 

General Suuter. That would be 24 places, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Twenty-four places. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Then how many places are you building Capehart houses where you 
have no Wherry houses? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, we have that here. We will have 
to count them up. 

The Cuairman, All right. 

General SuureEr. 42 major stations, excluding tactical installations. 

The Cuatrman. It is 12 o'clock, anyhow. ‘We have to go to the 
floor because we have a very important appropriation bill coming up. 

General Devereux. Mr. Chairman, just one question. 

Did I understand you are holding up some of the Ca eh art housing 
because you can’t get money in one particular area? Supposing } you 
can get money in another area, wouldn't you go ahead with the Cape- 
hart “housing there ? 
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General Suuer. Sir, the present program is being monitored by 
the Department of Defense because of the overall shortage of money 
for its execution. Each department had to submit their order of 
wriority of projects yet to be done, and the Department of Defense 
= told the three services, what the priority is for the use of what 
money can be borrowed. So that is the situation we are under right 
now. 

The Cuamman. Of course, you are creating the idea that the De- 
partment puts up the money. The Department does not put up the 
money on the Capehart houses. 

General Suuter. No, sir; but because of the shortage of the money 
market—and it started when we were using FNMA money—they 
have placed a control on the program which placed priorities on the 
projects to be done with what money is available. 

Mr. Durnam. Who did that? The Defense Department? 

General Suuter. The Department of Defense. 

Mr. Durnam. Why? They haven’t anything to do with private 
financing. If the man goes out and gets the bid and goes out and gets 
the money, or can get it, it is his job to finance it and not the Defense 
Department. 

General Suvurer. Sir, I don’t think they are actually going to pre- 
vent any project being done by this priority. They are merely con- 
trolling the program, I was trying to point out, because of the short- 
age of money. 

The Cuairman. Now, I would like to clear up one thing about the 
cost, that is the square feet necessary. ‘These houses under 1080 are 
amortized in how many years? Then, if you increase that—is it 25 
years ? 

Mr. Keviener. The Capehart is 25 years. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Well 1,080 is amortized in 25 years. 
Then, if you increase the size of that, then you extend your length of 
amortization, would you not? 

Mr. Keiiener. That is right. And on the 1,080 square feet for 
MCA at about $1,080 a year, it would come out at about 12 or 13 years 
plus. 

The Cuarrman. Then, if the 1,080 square feet was increased to 
1,200 square feet, it will extend the amortization period how many 
years ¢ 

Mr. Keiiener. Probably 5 more years. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketitever. Something in the order of that. 

The Cuairman. Exactly. And what is the life of this house of 
1,080 square feet ? 

Mr. Zacurison. 25 to 35 years. 

General Sauter. I would say actually it would be longer than 
that. 

The CHarmman. If we increase it, the amortization, it is worn out. 

Mr. Duruam. This idea of the Defense Department stepping into 
the financing of the Capehart houses, I don’t understand. It looks 
like to me when a man goes out and gets a bid and you allocate it to 
him and everything is cleared, he does his own financing and some- 
body in the Pentagon tells this fellow down at Fort Bragg where 
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he can build his houses or out in Oklahoma where he can build his 
houses. 

General Suuter. Mr. Durham, here is the reason for it. You 
have a shortage of money to borrow on this program. You have 
three services “competing one with the other, dashing around trying 
to get this money. Now, the Department of Defense is only inserting 
itself to control that situation, so that the money goes properly 
against the program on a priority basis. 

“Mr. Duruam. I know, but after the bid is given to the man, as 
private contractor, I don’t see where you have any dashing around 
todo. It is up to him to build the house. 

General Suuter. Sir 

The Cuarrman. We will have to take a recess now until tomorrow 
morning at 10 o’clock. We have to go to the floor. Be back in the 
morning, General, you and all your staff. 

(Whereupon, at 12:03 p. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Thursday, May 16, 1957.) 





Hovsr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, May 16, 1957. 

The committee reconvened at 10 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, 
chairman of the committee, presiding. 

The CuHarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on the public works bill, H. R. 
7130 

Members of the committee, we have reached the point yesterday 
where we are now ready for a reading of the bill, section by section, 
and line by line. 

Mr. Kelleher, has each member a copy of this book that gives us 
such valuable information ? 

Mr. Ketrener. Yes, sir; they do. 

The Cuamman. Now, General Shuler, the first item of the bill- 
let’s read it now. Section 101: 

The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military installations and 
facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities and equipment, for the following projects. 

Inside the United States, 

Technical Services Facilities, 

Ordnance Corps, Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md., troop housing, $2,288,000. 

What do you classify as troop houses ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this request consists, at Aberdeen 
Proving Ground, Md., of 2 permanent enlisted men’s barracks, with 
supporting mess and administration and supply facilities for the bar- 
racks, and one 60-man permanent BOQ, bachelor officers quarters, 
sir. 

The Cuamman. Now members of the committee, if you will turn 
to page C1-2, it gives a complete breakdown of these items in this 

phase of the bill. The first is Aberdeen Proving Ground. You will 
tind on page 5 full information of how it is proposed, to spend this 
$2,288,000. Two enlisted men’s barracks to take care of 326 men 
each. 
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General Suutrr. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Battalion. And that will cost $1,298,000. Bat- 
talion administration and supply building will cost $230,000. Battal- 
ion mess will cost $341,000. Bachelor quarters for 60 men will cost 
$419,000. That makes the authorization $2,288,000. 

Now, on this page you will find full information with reference to 
the Aberdeen Proving Ground. 

For instance, and I am saying this to apply to all of them, without 
making this same kind of statement. 

Now, you will see the personnel strength. There are 972 officers, 
4,810 enlisted men, and 5,753 civilians, a total population of 11,635. 
And it does on down to the inventory. 

We own there 72,570 acres of land. 

The land cost $4,444,938. We spent $65,564,891 on this project, 
and we lease 85 acres of ground and we own—That cost $17,621. 

Now, this inventory was as of December 1, 1955. 

So we get on each one of these items the same kind of breakdown 
and can examine it, and it will probably afford you opportunity to 
ask pertinent questions of the witness. Any questions with reference 
to Aberdeen ¢ 

Mr. Hess. May I ask one question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Hess. Colonel, are these barracks in addition to the barracks 
we have, or are they replacements. 

General Suuter. These barracks, sir, are replacements for World 
War LI type mobilization, wooden barracks. If the Congressman 
would like to know the deficiency, we have a total requirement for 
5,066 permanent spaces at Aberdeen. We have only 561 people in 
permanent barracks. So we have a deficiency of 5,005 spaces of per- 
manent barracks. We are very low on permanent barracks at Aber- 
deen Proving Ground. 

Mr. Hess. Do you expect to ask for the additional permanent bar- 
racks in the future? 

General Suuver. Yes, sir. As we can get them into the program 
each year under the program we can submit, we intend to eventually 
try to replace old wooden barracks with permanent barracks. 

Mr. Hess. So you can put the entire complement there in perma- 
nent. barracks. 

General Suvuter. That is correct, sir. 

The CnamrmMan. That was the program which extends over a period 
of about 17 to 20 years ¢ 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And in this bill, you will find, my recollection is, 
some $40 million. 

General Suvver. Right. 

The Cuamman. For permanent barracks to take the place of 
World War I and II barracks that were constructed. 

General Suuner. Yes. 

The Cuairman. Now, where is that breakdown I gave you yester- 
dav, Mr. Kelleher ¢ 

Mr. Kenitener. It was put in the record, Mr. Chairman. 

General Suvuter. I can read that figure, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Now, of this total amount that goes to the Army, 
how much is for this kind of replacement / 
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General Suvier. Mr. Chairman, for 14,808 spaces of permanent 
barracks in this program, $41.8 million is for permanent barracks, 
messes, and supporting administrative facilities. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That runs all through this bill. 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuairman. And we have-adopted the policy over a period of 
years to get rid of the old World War II barracks and year by year 
add permanent barracks for the personnel. 

General Sucter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Is that correct ? 

General Suuer. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, this is what year we are proceeding on? 

The fifth year, isn’t it ? 

General Suuter. This is the fifth year, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHairman. That is right. 

General Suvuter. I believe that Assistant Secretary Short covered 
that very thoroughly. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Suvcier. That 20-year plan very thoroughly. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now, the next. item—— 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one more question 
along that same line. 

General, what is the total amount of permanent barracks, spaces, 
that you eventually hope to have? 

I understand we expect to maintain a million-man Army. Now, 
how many permanent spaces do we expect to maintain ? 

General Suvuter. Mr. Congressman, our present permanent con- 
struction program is based on what we call phase I of the 1-million- 
man Army. Now, phase I is a 650-man figure. This figure is a con- 
struction planning figure only and in no way limits the strength of 
the Army. It is the strength of the permanent stationing plan at 
our permanent stations. 

The remainder would be overseas in temporary base rights areas. 
Now, based on the phase I for 650,000 people, the total spaces that we 
have existing or authorized for permanent, barracks are 209,841. The 
net deficit, taking that away from the requirement, would leave 206,759 
spaces. So we are only a little over 50 percent along, counting those 
constructed, under construction, and authorized to date, for pha ise T. 

Mr. Hess. So when the program is completed, you would have ap 
proximately 420,000 spaces / 

General Srutrre. Yes. 

Mr. Hess. Permanent construction. 

General Suvuter. That is right, sir, and that is based on 81 percent 
of the enlisted men, 19 percent being the factor for married enlisted 
personnel. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground is located at Aberdeen, Harford County, Md. This 
installation serves as headquarters for Ordnance Training Command, Ordnance 
School, and Ordnance Board. Provides ballistics research and development 
engineering testing of all classes of ordnance materiel except guided missiles. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $70 
million. We estimate it will require $73.6 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $2.2 million in new authorization for 2.326 enlisted 
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men barracks, battalion administration and supply building, battalion mess, and 
a 60-man BOQ for student officers. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows : 

1. Two enlisted men barracks at estimated cost of $1,298,000.—This project 
will provide an additional 652 permanent barracks spaces against the total 
requirement of 5,566; 94 percent of enlisted men are now housed in modified 
emergency type barracks built during World War II. In order to keep qualified 
and technically trained personnel it is essential that adequate living conditions 
be provided. Barracks now being utilized will be demolished to make way 
for planned permanent construction. Only 561 permanent barracks, spaces 
now exist. 

2. Battalion administrative and supply building at estimated cost of $230,000.— 
This item provides space for administrative and supply operations in support of 
troops to be housed in the barracks we're asking for. 

3. Battalion mess at estimated cost of $341,000.—This item will provide mess- 
ing facilities for the troops to be housed in the barracks in this program. Mess- 
ing facilities now under operation are modified emergency type built during 
World War II, costly to maintain and will not be in the vicinity of the new 
barracks. 

4. BOQ (60-man) for student officers at estimated cost of $419,000.—This 
project will provide 60 spaces of total requirement of 591 spaces for housing 
student officers stationed here; 18 permanent spaces exist. Maintaining the 
modified emergency type buildings is costly. Spaces are unsatisfactory thereby 
making it very difficult to maintain a state of high morale among officers. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next is Anniston Ordnance Depot, Ala. 
Utilities, $2,015,000. Now members of the committee, turn right over 
to the next page, on page 4 and you will get all the information. 

Now General, give us a brief statement in regard to each one of 
these items, and if the members will read this statement it will give 
you a great deal of information about it. 

General Sauter. Mr. Chairman, the first item is for roads and 
parking, $605,000, 

This item together with the next item I will describe is required 
to effectively utilize 478 ammunition storage magazines which are 
currently nearing completion at this installation, and to eliminate 
existing safety hazards and operational deficiencies in ammunition 
storage operations. f 

The provision of access road with isolated entrance will eliminate 
the necessity for explosives-laden trucks to pass through the admin- 
istrative, housing, and other congested areas of the depot. Other 
service roads are required to permit vehicular traffic between the vari- 
ous isolated areas in the new magazine area. Inspection pit included 
in this project will be utilized in connection with the suspect car 
barricade included in the next item. The pit is required to inspect 
incoming cars for evidence of sabotage or hazardous conditions. 

The next item, railroad spur and facilities, $1,410,000, supplements 
the preceding item I have described and is required in support of the 
same 478 ammunition storage magazines now nearing completion. 

Rail service will be provided to loading platforms in each block 
of magazines where ammunition is transferred between boxcars and 
trucks. 

Existing rail spurs and platforms are located in areas remote from 
the new magazines and are insufficient in number to handle the addi- 
tional traffic that will be generated by their operation. 

The Cuairman. Now, General, I want to know this one question. 
Is it in the interest of safety and will it reduce the danger to author- 
ize these roads and parking area ¢ 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, it is in the interest of safety and eco- 
nomical operation, too, Mr. Chairman. 
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The CuarrmMan. Without objection 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Bray, go right ahead. 

Mr. Bray. General, has any thought ever been given to any utiliza- 
tion of storage magazines by one of the other services, say, Air or 
Navy’ 

General Suter. You mean, sir, the Army utilizing their storage 
magazines ? 

Mr. Bray. That is right. 

After all, we are all a part of the same country. 

General SuHuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. And cobelligerents. [Laughter. | 

General Suuer. Mr. Congressman, as you know, sir, the Depart- 
ment of Defense is responsible for seeing that all three of the services 
always consider all available facilities when they come up with a 
request like this. In answer to your question, we have considered 
that, sir, in this case, and we find we can’t avoid asking for this project, 
sir. 

Mr. Bray. General, 1 happen to know that there are three naval 
ammunition storage depots that are not being utilized 30 percent. 
Every possible safety feature is available there. Railroad sidings, 
storage, and all. 

No, there are four of them. And all of them are readily accessi- 
ble. I am at a loss to understand why some little interest can’t be 
shown in utilizing facilities that you have. Because you do not have 
to be a Member of C ongress, but you only have to re: ad the paper, to 
see there is a slight desire for ec onomy in the United States. 

The CyHatrmMan. I am glad the gentleman from Indiana has 
brought that proposition up. Why can’t you find some way to use 
some of these facilities that are being shonalcaitil or discarded by some 
of the departments, and without continuing to make any authoriza- 
tions upon those that are already in existence. Now, if you have 
three ammunition depots that belong to the Navy, why can’t the 
Army use them if it is necessary, and why can’t the Navy use them if 
it is necessary, instead of expanding the present facilities? It is a 
very pertinent question and I appreciate the gentleman bringing 
it up. 

I suggest Mr. Kelleher contact Mr. Bray and get the information 
as to where they are and let’s see if we can utilize those certain facili- 
ties without expanding facilities of similar nature somewhere else in 
the country. 

General Suvter. Mr. Chairman, in order to answer Mr. Bray’s 
question, may I inquire in general as to the locality ? 

The Crarrman. Well, we will get that, and take it all up and try 
to work it out and get something done along that line. And I am 
grateful to him for calling it to our attention. 

We ought to utilize them. 

Thank. you for bringing that up, Mr. Bray, and we will get right 
in behind it, and try to make somebody use it. 

Mr. Kixpay. Just one question 

General Suuter. May I just make one statement, sir? 

I wish to point out again that there are 478 ammunition igloos 
nearing completion, that we are not going to be able to use properly 
unless we get these utilities. 
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The Cuarrman. I understand. 

He has no reference to this particular one. 

General Sauter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. But it is a subject matter that must be explored to 
try to get full utilization of those facilities. 


General Suuter. Yes, sir. 
The Cuarrman. Which we have already constructed, and spent 


large sums of money on. 
General Suuter. We are all for that, sir. 


The Cuarrman. Mr, Kelleher, will you contact Mr. Bray ? 
Mr. Keviiener. I will, sir. 


The Cuamman. And get all the information and prepare a letter 
for me to write. 


Mr, Ke.iener. Yes, sir, 
_ The Cuamman. And see if we can do something about the installa- 
tions that he has in mind, 


Mr. Ketteuer. Yes, sir. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


Anniston Ordnance Depot located at Anniston, Calhoun County, Ala. This 
installation receives and stores ordnance general supplies and ammunition, in- 
cluding propellants and explosive components of guided missiles, supplies of 
General Services Administration and Federal Civil Defense Agency returned from 
CONUS and overseas: Performs artillery, antiaircraft, and field maintenance. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $39.2 
million. We estimate it will require $27 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. This 
year we are asking for $2 million in new authorization for roads and parking 
and railroad spur and facilities. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. Roads and parking at estimated cost of $605,000.—This item will provide 
access to 478 ammunition storage magazines which are almost completed, thus 
eliminating safety hazards and operational deficiencies in ammunition storage. 
Mxplosives-laden trucks will not have to pass through administrative, housing, 
and other congested areas to reach the storage area. Service roads are needed 
to permit vehicular traffic between various isolated areas in the new magazine 
area. The inspection pit included in this project is required in order to search 
incoming cars for evidence of sabotage or hazardous conditions and will be 
utilized in connection with the suspect car barricade in the following item. 

2. Railroad spur and facilities at estimated cost of $1,410,000.—This item 
provides 10.3 miles of rail spurs to support the 478 ammunition storage magazines 
now nearing completion, plus 5 loading platforms and 2 barricades. Existing rail 
spurs and platforms are located in areas remote from the new magazines. and 
are insufficient in number to handle additional traffic that will be generated by 
their operations. The barricade holding yard will store explosives-laden boxears 
and trailers waiting pickup by commercial carrier or unloading. The suspect-car 
barricade, required to safely open explosives-laden vehicles suspected of being 
in a hazardous condition, will replace existing facility which is in close proximity 
to a concentrated area and must be abandoned. 


The Cuarrman. Now, the next one is the jet propulsion laboratory 
in California. Utilities, $130,000. Now members of the committee, 
turn to page C1-5. General, what have you to say about this? 

General Suuter. Sir, this is a very important research and de- 
velopment installation under the Ordnance Corps. 

The development is that of propellants for guided missiles. This 

uest, sir, is to extend the electrical and water systems which are 
deficient due to the increased load of work at this installation. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I see this is in the neighborhood of Pasadena. 

General SHuter. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarman. This is for extending the electric and water facil- 
ities ? . 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Now, you have invested there some $4,308,000. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. And you consider this is very urgent to carry on 
the proper designing and development of guided missiles. 

General SHuter. We do, sir. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Jet Propulsion Laboratory located near Pasadena, Los Angeles County, Calif. 
The principal function of this installation is research and development. The 
mission is to obtain fundamental information to assist the Ordnance Corps in 
the design and development of guided missiles together with suitable launching 
equipment. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $4.3 mil- 
lion. We estimate it will require $1 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. This 
year we are asking for $130,000 in new authorization for extension of utilities 
(electrical and water systems). Justification for this project is as follows: 

Project will provide additional transformers, switch gear, and primary and 
secondary electrical distribution facilities made necessary by increasing power 
requirements of newly installed electric and electronic equipment and by new 
technical facilities now nearing completion. Present power supply is overloaded 
and imminent augmentation of connected load makes it essential that capacity 
be increased to protect the existing circuits and gear from damage. 

Existing water system lacks storage, pumping, and distribution capacity re- 
quired by the laboratory, particularly for fire protection. The present storage 
tank, of 68,000-gallon capacity will be replaced by a 300,000-gallon elevated tank. 
Pumphouse and pumps of sufficient capacity for fire protection will be installed 
and new and larger water lines will be added to include extension of distribution 
lines to serve new facilities. 


The Cuarrman. Now, take your next item. 

Savanna Ordnance Depot, Ill. Supply facilities and utilities——— 
(Mr. Kilday aside.) 

The CuarrMan. Yes; we are passing these things now. 

If anybody has any questions you better raise them now, because 
the wagon isn’t coming around but once. 

Now, members of the committee, is the time to do it. We are read- 
ing it line by line. 

Now the next one is on page 8. 

Now this is for $758,000, at Clinton, Ll. ¢ 

General Suuter. Sir, this is in Illinois, near Clinton, Il. 

The Cuairman. Clinton, fll. All right, brief the committee what 
this is for. 

General Suuuer. Sir, there are three items. The first is 4 am- 
munition transfer platforms and facilities, $256,000. The next is 
roads and hardstands, $214,000, The next is railroad siding, $288,000. 
A total of $758,000. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let me ask you why can’t we get rid of these 
roads and hardstands? What is the importance to this plant, for 
$214,000 road construction ¢ 

General Suuter. Sir, the roads and hardstands are to service the 
ammunition storage area transfer platforms which are also included 
in this request. The hardstands are needed for truck parking ad- 
jacent to platforms, for loaded, boxed, and palletized ammunition, for 
direct transfer of bombs between boxcars and trucks. We handle the 
bombs for the Air Force in the vicinity—— 
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The Cuamman. Do these roads contribute to the safety in han- 
dling the ammunition ? 

General Suuter. The safety and the economy of handling the 
ammunition. 

The Cuarrman. And is it hazardous to continue to operate like it 
is being operated now without these roads ? 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrrman. Mr. Bray—— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I should like to record my vote against 
this, because I know one place 350 miles from there and another 
place 125 miles from there, there are ample facilities and sidings that 
would take care of it. So I just wanted to record my vote against it, 

The Cuatrman. May I say this—this is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bray. They have not abandoned. There is sufficient space to 
take care of it, what I am saying. 

The Cuarrman. The ones that are being kept must be properly 
operated. It is not going to aid in our objective to utilize those that 
have been abandoned, to cut down one that is bemg operated. 

Now, we will have to move a whole plant, the ones that you have 
in mind, which might be all right, but at the same time as long as 
they have this facility with an investment there of $27 million we 
certainly want to see it in the very best kind of condition as far as 
safety is concerned. 

So I hope the gentleman won’t interpose any objection to trying 
to make these that are in existence and being utilized as safe as pos- 
sible. Because that has no relation whatsoever to what you have in 
mind and what I have in mind, to try them, use some of those bases 
in Indiana they have abandoned. 

Mr. Bray. It happens the one I mentioned there is in Nebraska and 
the next one is also in Nebraska. I don’t want to pursue this too far, 
but I think we have got to come to some sanity and careful planning 
on this thing. 

The CHarrMan. Well, what would you gain—may I say this? 
What would you gain if the committee agreed with you and struck 
the whole thing out? You haven’t strengthened tting anything for 
these bases that have been abandoned. Not at all. I want to bring 
about the utilization of these bases that have been abandoned, and 
when they come in here to try to build something that is major in 
its character and some new establishment or to prohibit them from 
expanding to such an extent that it is going to be a large expenditure. 

All in favor of this item hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smart. Seven, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All opposed hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

The Cuatrman. The majority votes 7 to 1 in favor of the item. 
The item is approved. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Savanna Ordnance Depot located near Clinton, in Carroll and Jo Daviess 
Counties, Ill. This installation is responsible for distribution of general supply 


major items and ammunition. Our inventory of real property at this station 
is presently valued at $27.7 million. We estimate it will require $24.2 million 
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authorization in the future to complete the permanent plant required to support 
the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $758,000 in new authoriza- 
tion for 4 ammo transfer platforms and facilities, roads and hardstands, and 
railroad siding. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. Four ammo transfer platforms and facilities at estimated cost of $256,000.— 
These platforms will be utilized in shipping and receiving of ammunition. 
Existing platforms are unsafe for handling anything other than inert ma- 
terials and will be used as such when new ones are provided. 

2. Roads and hardstands at estimated cost of $214,000.—This item supports the 
previous item and provides space for truck parking adjacent to platforms for 
loading packaged ammo and for direct transfer of bombs between boxcars and 
trucks. Roads will be utilized by trucks hauling ammunition from platforms 
and aprons to and from magazine area. 

3. Railroad siding at estimated cost of $288,000.—This trackage supports the 
first item at this station in that it will provide rail access to the transfer plat- 
forms. Due to requirement for isolation of the platforms for safe operation 
they cannot be located along existing rail line. 

The CuHatrmMan. The next one is the Sioux Ordnance Depot, Nebr. 
Maintenance facility, $249,000. That is on page 9 of your book, C-1. 
You all follow this book ? 

Mr. Kirpay. Page 2 of the bill. 

The CHarrman. You see, I am using this book. Everybody keep 
that book before them. 

Now, this is for what? 

General Suvuter. This item, sir, is an ammunition burning and 
demolition ground facility in order to provide a proper demolition 
ground for ‘destruction by detonation of unserviceable, unrepairable, 
or obsolete ammunition and unsalvageable components, and a separate 
area for destruction of explosives by burning. It is necessary, Mr. 
Chairman, in the interest of safety and economy. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. Now, we have $35,790,000 invested 
in this plant. All right; without objection this item is approved. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Sioux Ordnance Depot, located near Sidney, county of Cheyenne, Nebr. This 
installation distributes general supply repair parts, major items and ammuni- 
tion. Receives and stores General Services Administration supplies. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $35.8 
million. We estimate it will require $44.4 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $249,000 in new authorization for ammunition 
burning and demolition ground facilities. 

Justification is as follows: A demolition area will be provided for destroying 
by detonation of unserviceable or obsolete ammo and unsalvageable parts. A 
separate area will be provided for burning of explosives. Supporting items 
include a bombproof personnel shelter, a vehicle barricade for the truck re- 
quired in these operations, a barricaded ammunition-holding facility, separate 
service magazines for demolition explosives, a barricade to protect the electric 
generator, and a small storage building for equipment. Facilities either do not 
exist or are badly deteriorated temporary buildings, This item is a standard 
and essential element at a depot storing large quantities of ammunition. 

Now, the White Sands Proving Ground, N. Mex. Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, research and development 
facilities, storage facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, 
community f: acilities, and utilities, $16,530,000. 

Now, we are quite familiar with this. I want to invite your atten- 
tion to this page C 1-12. This is one of our big proving grounds. 

All right, now. You will find, members, on this page A a complete 
breakdown. Read them off now, General. 
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General Suuter. The items we are requesting are POL facilities, 
$80,000. 

The Cuatrman. Tell us what “POL facilities” mean. 

General Suuter. Those are petroleum products, sir. That is $80,- 
000. A consolidated academic building, $392,000. Motor pool fa- 
cilities, $642,000. Electronic equipment, repair and storage building, 
$410,000. Engineer fabrication shop building, $362,000. A labora- 
tory for communications equipment, $852,000. A photographic lab- 
oratory, $622,000. A flight determination laboratory, $851,000. A 
flight simulation laboratory, $882,000. A special weapons assembly 
facility, $958,000. A missile assembly building, $419,000. Range 
instrumentation facilities, $3,209,000. Army launching area No. 5, 
$560,000. Film storage and inflammable warehouse, $194,000. Three 
warehouses, $396,000. An engineer warehouse, $250,000. Adminis- 
trative building, $424,000. Two permanent barracks, 326 men each, 
$1,329,000. The battalion mess to support the 2 barracks, $348,000. 
Battalion administration and supply building to support the 2 bar- 
racks, $234,000. A 60-man bachelor officers quarters, $452,000. A 
main post exchange, with bank, $305,000. An officers’ mess with 
swimming pool, $673,000.. A base cafeteria, $232,000. A noncom- 
missioned officers’ open mess with swimming pool, $533,000. A proj- 
ect to increase the water supply, $430,000. Post roads and parking 
areas, $491,000. 

And I would like to tell the committee very shortly the importance 
of this station. 

White Sands Proving Ground is the only guided-missile provin 
ground in the United States offering an instrumented land range o 
0 miles with land recovery of fired missiles. 

The Department of Defense in order to provide program use of 
the range for projects of the 3 military services which require flight 
testing under these precise conditions has designated it as an inte- 
grated range under Army management and operation. As such, it 
supports guided-missile research and development projects of the 
Navy and Air Force, as well as the Army programs. The interservice 
benefits resulting from this arrangement are most significant in plan- 
ning the construction and instrumentation of the White Sands range 
and supporting facilities. 

I would like to add, sir, that this is in an isolated place. I believe 
it is some 25 miles away from Las Cruces, the nearest town. It is in 
the desert, with quite high winds. It is a place where we really have to 
furnish a few more facilities than we would if we were near 

The Cuatrman. How much are you going to ask for funding in this 
year’s $1,900 million total, that goes to the 3 departments ? 

General Suuter. For White Sands Proving Ground ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, White Sands. 

General Suuter. We are going to ask for the entire amount, $16,- 
530,000. 

The Cuarrman. How does this stand on your priority list? 

General Suuter. This is a very high—I would say about No. 1 
on the Ordnance Corps priority list. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, if the money is cut down on these other 
ordnance items, you would want to see sufficient money made avail- 
able by the budget to carry out an authorization of this type? 

General SHuter. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuaimrman. This is very important! 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And three services use this proving ground ‘ 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, members of the committee, we will read here 
that in addition to this 666,446 acres of ground we own we lease 
132,631 acres, and in addition to that there are 167,676 acres at Fort 
Bliss artillery range that has couse of 1,243,069 acres. 

Now, some time ago we sent a subcommittee down there to look over 
this because it was such a large acquisition of lands. We authorized 
this. This is of such importance, with guided missiles coming in so 
fast and we don’t know what tomorrow is going to develop by guided 
missiles, we can’t hesitate to have complete tests. 

Now, may I ask you: Is the Jupiter going to be tested out there, if 
it ever gets t built? All right. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman 

The CxHarmman. Without objection, that item is approved. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. Van Zanvt. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. General, will this just about complete White Sands 
now ¢ 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanovt. In other words—— 

General Suuter. Mr. Congressman, on page C 1-12 of your books, 
sir 

The Carman. $115 million. 

General Suuter. It shows an estimated future authorization that 
we intend over the 20-year planned period to ask, for another $47 mil- 
lion, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I am particularly interested in the replacement of 
the temporary buildings that you have there. 

General Suuter. That is what it is partially for, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. This program will replace the temporay build- 
ings? 

General SHuuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. Now, what about the replacement of the highway ? 
Is there any money in this program ¢ 

General Suuxer. The only money for roads in this program, sir, is 
what we call tertiary roads, around the range to allow travel to the 
projects and back, 

Mr. Van Zanot. When are you going to replace the main highway 
that goes through the installation? 

General Suutier. There is nothing in this program for that that 
I know of, sir. 

The Cuamrman. If the members will look on each one of the pages, 
over on the right-hand side, you will see the total, and it gives the 
future development. 

Now, this site will ultimately cost under their plans today, $115,- 
142,144. 

You all—this is just a continuation that goes on here. 

All right, now the next. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bray 
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Mr. Bray. This is generally for your shorter-range missiles, what 
the Banana River project in Florida is for the long-range missiles? 
I say, there is no conflict between. 

General SuHuter. There is no conflict with any Florida range, sir. 

Mr. Bray. That is what I mean. 

General Suuter. That is correct. 

Mr. Bray. This is the only range of its type that you have, isn’t it? 

General Suurer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bray. And all three services are there and it is used in con- 
junction with the school at Fort Bliss, the arillery range at Fort Bliss? 

General Suvuer. Yes, sir. It is ground-to-ground and air-to-air 
type guided missiles. 

Mr. Bray. I do want to say I was there several times. In my 
opinion they are doing a fine job and in my opinion it is necessary to 
do this. 

General SHuuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

(The justification is as follows :) 





White Sands Proving Grounds located near Las Cruces, N. Mex. This in- 
stallation under the command of the Chief of Ordnance has as its principal 
function research and development. It is the principal Ordnance Corps in- 
stallation for the execution of all technical and engineering responsibilities asso- 
ciated with flight testing of guided missiles, rockets, and other munitions which 
may be assigned for ordnance engineering and acceptance testing. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $38.9 
million. We estimate it will require $47.5 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. This 
year we are asking for $16.5 million in new authorization for: 

1. POL facilities, $80,000.—Project will provide efficient fueling and lubri- 
cating services for over 1,500 administrative transport vehicles assigned to 
post motor pool plus testing and range operation technical vehicles. Existing 
facilities lack necessary servicing capacity. They will be rearranged or re- 
placed in order to permit high speed, efficient servicing. Technical personnel 
are transported to and from remote desert and mountaintop instrument and 
camera stations. With present facilities there are delays involving lost time 
and overtime hours for vehicle operators, many of whom are high-salaried tech- 
nicians who use vehicles in their duties. 

2. Consolidated academic building, $392,000.—This project will provide a 
permanent library and educational center to serve over 5,000 persons, including 
Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force, their dependents and civilian em- 
ployees residing on the post. Of the 3,400 eligible for the Army education pro- 
gram, nearly 500 are attending classes 5 nights a week in 3 small temporary 
buildings which lack lab training space. Limited lab training was at one time 
provided by New Mexico A. and M. College, 35 miles away, but is no longer 
available. Space will be utilized for troop information programs and briefing 
sessions with suitable facilities for instruction, demonstration, visual aids, and 
study. 

3. Motor pool facilities, $642,000.—A vehicle maintenance building will enable 
weekly organizational maintenance to be performed indoors. About 90 per- 
cent of such work must be done at night due to daylight use of vehicles to re- 
mote points in this 4,000-mile installation. Sedan shed will protect approximately 
one-half of assigned sedans from severe sandstorms, after which repairs are re- 
quired to windshields, windows, ete., thus saving about $200 per year per 
vehicle. An automatic wash facility will permit production-line washing, speed- 
ing accomplishment and savings in man-hours. Administration building will 
provide space for the administrative operations of the motor pool. 

4. Blectronic equipment repair and storage building, $410,000.—-This will be 
combined shops for maintenance and repair of electronic equipment valued at 
$60 million. About 124 technical personnel assigned to the White Sands Signal 
Corps Agency are responsible for servicing this equipment. Two quonset huts 
with 14,000 square feet of floor space are now used and because of this limited 
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working space current workload requirements cannot be met. This involves 
approximately 12,400 items of electronic equipment plus 11,000 circuit miles of 
open wire with repeaters on the guided missile range. Buildings being used are 
in the technical aren and will be retained for office and storage space by missile 
contractor. 

5. Engineer fabrication shop, $362,000.—This shop will provide 30 percent 
more space for sheetmetal and welding operations, 80 to 90 percent of which 
are in direct support of research and development at this station. Most of the 
work is being done outside under makeshift conditions with additional space 
a 14,400 square foot steel building being utilized. 

6. Laboratory communication equipment, $852,060—This will provide con 
solidated laboratory and supporting office accommodation for divisions of the 
White Sands Signal Corps Ageney. The Navy has loaned quonset huts for this 
operation to be returned when this new building is completed. Temporary 
buildings that are widely scattered and inadequate in size are being used 
also and will be salvaged. If this item is not approved the WSSCA will be 
unable to keep pace with proving ground requirements. New facilities will 
enable savings of time and money by more efficient operation through con 
solidation of related activities in a single area and adequate laboratory facili- 
ties. 

7. Photographic laboratory, $622,000.—This laboratory is urgently needed 
by the White Sands Signal Corps Agency for photography operations in sup 
port of proving ground operations and for radar data film. Borrowed space 
in the electronics lab and scattered Navy quonset huts and trailer vans are now 
being used for this function. No decrease in technical workload assignments is 
anticipated. 

8. Flight determination laboratory, $851,000.—Facilities will be provided 
the flight determination lab organization for use in operating precision optical 
and electronics missile flight data collecting systems on the White Sands Inte 
grated Range. Activities are now being housed in widely separated borrowed 
space in the White Sands Proving Grounds Headquarters and at Hallonas Air 
Development Center. Due to expansion of other activities this space must be 
released. The flight determination laboratory develops data and evaluation 
information which are initially basic to entire integrated range operations 
upon which the guided missile and weapons systems development programs of 
Army, Navy, and Air Force are dependent. 

9. Simulation laboratory, $882,000.—Flight simulation laboratory technical 
facilities will be relocated and expanded. Equipment is presently housed in 2 
buildings, 1,000 feet apart. The mission of the flight simulation laboratory is 
to evaluate guided missile and rocket systems by flight simulation techniques, 
supplementing, and to some extent substituting for, field firing. At present 
there are two electronic computers, a digital simulation, and an analog simulator. 
Installation of an additional computer is planned upon completion of the 
proposed lab. 

10. Special weapons assembly, facility, $958,000.—This will provide properly 
designed and protected facilities for receiving, storing, and assembling highly 
classified materiel, components, adaptation kits, test equipment and missile 
warhead components for guided missiles and rockets prior to lab and flight tests. 
Present facilities are not suitable for these activities and are needed for purposes 
originally designed. 

11. Missile assembly building, $419,000—Additional assembly, laboratory, 
engineering, office and supply room space will be provided to accommodate 
advancing technical and weapons programs. The assignment of new missile 
development projects at the proving ground has greatly reduced the available 
working areas. 

12. Range instrumentation facilities, $3,209,000—This item will include 47 
buildings to house instruments and radio, microwave and fixed wire communica 
tion systems and equipment, plus 8 theodolite domes, 14 instrumentation domes, 
and necessary access roads and utilities. Some of the equipment is on hand and 
installed at temporary sites. 

13. Army launching area No. 5, $560,000.—Consist of two launching complexes 
each with control house and two launching pads to handle the increase in missile 
programs and firing schedules assigned. Maximum use is being made of existing 
facilities thereby making it impossible to handle the increased workload. 

14. Film storage and inflammable warehouse, $194,000.—This will provide for 
storage of film and photographic paper and chemicals which require proper tem- 
perature and humidity control. Materials are presently stored in three tem- 


t 
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porary magazines, of frame construction, unsuitable for such critical storage. 
These facilities will be demolished. 

15. Three warehouses, $396,000.—Permanent warehouse facilities for the post 
ordnance division will save approximately 50 man-days per month due to ex- 
pedited issue of supplies and consolidated location. Existing facilities consist 
of two canvas type sheds and open storage. Materials including electronic 
material becomes unserviceable due to wind and sand damage. 

16. Engineer Warchouse, $250,000.—This will provide a consolidated facility 
for use by the installation engineer for support of repairs and utilities activities 
and supply of engineer items to proving ground mission activities. It is essen- 
tial for effective operations, safeguarding stored material and its protection 
from the elements. Five temporary barracks relocated from another installa- 
tion in 1949 plus a number of small, scattered, canvas-topped hutments are 
presently being used for thjs purpose and will be demolished. 

17. Administrative building, $424,000.—Will provide administrative space for 
29 military and 151 civilian personnel employed by the WSPG Inspector Gen- 
eral, Judge Advocate, Intelligence, Safety, Comptroller, and Red Cross presently 
housed in 2 temporary cantonment buildings obtained from surplus in 1948, 2 
temporary barracks buildings, and Navy quonset huts. The temporary build- 
ings will be demolished for new construction and the quonset huts returned 
for Navy use. No other space is available. The present WSPG headquarters 
building cannot be enlarged due to layout and internal arrangement. 

18. Two enlisted men’s barracks (326-man), $1,329,000—This project will 
provide an additional 652 permanent barracks spaces against the total require- 
ment of 2,372; 786 permanent spaces now exist. Approximately two-thirds of 
enlisted men at White Sands are housed in mobilization type wooden barracks 
which will be retained until there are enough permanent barracks for all en- 
listed men and then they will be demolished. 

19. Battalion mess, $348,000.—This item will provide messing facilities for 
the troops to be housed in the barracks in this program. Existing messing fa- 
cilities are of temporary construction resulting in high maintenance costs and 
will be demolished to make room for permanent construction. 

20. Battalion administration and supply building, $234,000.—This item pro- 
vides space for administrative and supply operations in support of troops to be 
housed in the baracks requested in this program. 

21. BOQ (60-man), $452,000.—This project will provide 60 spaces of total re- 
quirement of 233 spaces; 113 permanent spaces now exist. In addition to serv- 
ing military and civilian personnel the quarters can be used by transient per- 
sonnel attending guided-missile training courses and scientific personnel visit- 
ing the proving ground. Because of lack of sufficient quarters on post often it 
is necessary to transport personnel twice daily between El Paso, Tex., and 
WSPG, a distance of 50 miles, at Government expense. Existing facilities con- 
sist of 2 permanent structures and 4 mobilization-type barracks converted to 
BOQ’s. Three of the mobilization type will be removed to make room for the 
two barracks included in this program. 

22. Main post exchange, $305,000.—This will provide a centrally located retail 
store plus related concessionaire and service facilities. Facilities are now lo- 
cated in dispersed temporary buildings and quonset huts of inadequate size and 
drab appearance. The PX stockroom and warehouse is a small temporary build- 
ing located a mile away necessitating an additional truck with driver to restock 
the retail store. The quonsets are owned by the Navy and the balance of the 
buildings will be salvaged. PX privileges are needed at WSPG due to its iso- 
lated location. 

23. Officers’ mess with swimming pool, $673,000.—This facility will provide the 
only dining and recreational activity for officers, civilians, their families, and 
visiting personnel at this isolated base. Nearest facilities are at Las Cruces, 
N. Mex., and El Paso, Tex., 27 and 50 miles distant. Present club facilities 
are located in a modified temporary building which lacks sufficient space for 
dining and no recreational facilities. The present club will be razed to permit 
construction of the new barracks. 

24. Base cafeteria $232,000.—This cafeteria is urgently needed to serve all 
personnel and not just a portion as is now the case. The existing cafeteria is not 
adequate to meet the heavy demand. The service is limited, resulting in a sub- 
stantial percentage of potential cafeteria customers carrying their lunches. The 
temporary building housing the existing cafeteria will be demolished. Food is 
also prepared in the cafeteria which is served by 2 mobile PX units to the techni- 
eal area and firing area personnel. 
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25. NCO open mess with swimming pool, $533,000.—This will provide the only 
facility devoted to club purposes for approximately 1,895 NCO’s and comparable 


grade civilians. No swimming facilities are available nearer than El Paso and 
Las Cruces. Present club is in a wooden building, formerly a part of a Civilian 


Conservation Corps camp, which will be demolished due to its deteriorated 


condition. 
26. Increased water supply, $430,000.—This project is required in order to avert 


a critical water shortage. In the next 12 to 15 months 134 Army and Navy Cape- 
hart units plus technical facilities will be under construction which will increase 
the demand in the water-supply system. The present demand is 2.6 million gal- 


lons per day and with the new construction will exceed the 3-million-gallon-per- 
day estimated maximum capacity of existing wells. An increased water reserve 


is necessary for normal fire protection also. 

27. Post roads and parking areas, $491,000.—Additional roads and parking 
areas are needed to integrate and complete facilities growth as accomplished by 
previous construction. Security measures demand controlled access to the 


technical areas. This will provide road nets to technical and support areas and 
will also be used by civilian and limited military personnel living in communities 


removed from the proving ground who must provide their own transportation. 

The CHatrRMANn. Quartermaster Corps. Atlanta General Depot, 
Ga. Operational facility, land acquisition and utilities, $595,000. 

Now, General, if I overlook it, when the word “land acquisition” ap- 
pears, I want you to stop and tell us all about it. 

Now, that is on page 17. All right. 

Now, tell us about this. Now, this opens up a new field that we have 
to adopt a policy about. There is one item in here that I want to call 
your attention to. I think the Department is sound about it, but we 
at least should know what we are doing when we do it. Go ahead. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, the Department of Defense after 
very extensive study transferred the mission of depot maintenance of 
Army aircraft from the Air Force to the Army. 

The Army selected 4 installations to handle this mission, of which 
Atlanta General Depot is 1. The others were New Cumberland, 
Sharpe General Depot, and Fort Worth General Depot. The items in 
this request at Atlanta General Depot, sir, are to allow us to accom- 
plish this mission. 

The CuarrmMan. One minute. Nowstate again what you are seeking 
to accomplish and what did the Air Force turn over to you? 

General Suuter. The functions of this mission, sir, which would 
be done at Atlanta General Depot and at these other three general 
depots, in addition to their regular mission, would be the processing 
and deprocessing of Army aircraft and assemblies for storage, issue, 
and shipment, the reclamation of aircraft and assemblies for purposes 
of returning critical items into the supply channels, the training 
of military personnel in the performance of maintenance and sup- 
ply duties overseas in connection with Army aircraft, the removal 
from aircraft of assemblies and subassemblies and the repair and 
reinstallation of such assemblies. The repair of airframes and sur- 
faces, instrument calibration, propeller and rotor blade balancing, 
and the testing of major items and components. 

Now, in other words, I am talking, sir, about the heavy-type 
maintenance. If it is above our capability to do we would turn some 
of it over to the Air Force or civilian contractors to do. 

The CuHatrman. All right. Then the committee can understand 
that the Army has a certain limited type of aviation ? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 
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The Cuamman. And you propose to establish at four different 
places bases where you will maintain and repair and keep in use 
the aviation that is detailed or the aviation that the Army uses? 

General Suuter. That is depot maintenance, yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, could you briefly tell the committee what 
type of aviation has been assigned to the Army? Don’t go into too 
much detail. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, 

The Cuareman. But it is aviation merely to keep in contact with 
your ground forces. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, that is right. 

The Cuarmman. And to be coordinated with the ground troops, 

General SuuuEr. Yes, sir, 

I will just give you a few examples of what we do, which I think 
illustrate exactly what the chairman has stated : 

Observation and control of field operations by the combat com- 
mander; artillery fire adjustment; laying of telephone wire by the 
Signal Corps; radio relay; medical evacuation; battlefield surveil- 
lance; some aerial photography; then some short-haul cargo trans- 
port; some short-haul troop transport; and some short-haul equip- 
ment transport. This is only to support the Army field operations, 
sir, and is light aircraft. 

The Cuarrman. All right. The major portion of your aircraft 
will be helicopters, will it not? 

General Suuter. I might give you a breakdown of that. 

We have an inventory of 4,200 aircraft of all types, with some 700 
of these assigned to the National Guard. We have 4,900 aviators, 
with about 800 of these being cargo helicopter pilots. We use four 
models of fixed-wing light aircraft. 

The CHatrMan. Four models of what ? 

General Suuter. Of fixed wing, light aircraft. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And what is the weight? Because there is a 
weight limitation applied to you by the Secretary of Defense. 

General Suvter. ‘The weight limit, sir, is—empty weight, not to 
exceed 5,000 pounds, and empty weight on rotary not to exceed 20,000 
pounds. We plan to use six helicopter types. 

The Cuamrman. Members of the committee, I think, from my study 
of this, when I was looking over this for the first time—I didn’t know 
whether this was sound, but the more I studied it I thought this was 
sound and absolutely essential. There are certain types of aviation 
affected and coordinated with the ground troops. That is what this 
is for. I think the Army is on sound grounds to have a type of avia- 
tion that is woven into its ground units. 

Without objection, that item is approved. 

(The justification is as follows :) 





Atlanta General Depot is located 12 miles southeast of Atlanta, Clayton 
County, Ga. This installation receives and stores Quartermaster, Engineer, 
Ordnance and. Signal Corps stocks for issue to installations within the assigned 
area. Performs depot maintenance for Engineer and Ordnance materiel. Con- 
ducts training in depot supply and maintenance operations for military person- 
nel. Provides Army aviation depot support. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $28.4 
million. We estimate it will require $8.4 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. This 
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year we are asking for $595,000 in new authorization for aviation gasoline stor- 
age, relocation of existing powerline, clearance easement and land acquisition 
and site preparation. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

(1) The first item is for aviation gasoline storage consisting of 20,000 gasoline 
storage facility, $20,000; and site preparation, utility road, etc., $24,000. Total 
item cost estimate $44,000. 

This facility is a part of the proposed depot supply support of Army aircraft 
by the transportation section of the above depot.. Aircraft received for storage, 
repair, inspection or issue are to be drained of fuel. That requirement makes 
necessary the availability of gasoline storage facilities. If this project is not 
provided, operating would be curtailed because of established safety and fire 
regulations. 

(2) The second item is for relocation of existing powerline at an estimated 
eost of $63,000. 

The present location of the electric powerline is adjacent to the proposed 
runway to be constructed as item 29 of the fiscal year 1957 MCA program 
These lines must be moved from this area so as to provide safe operating 
conditions on the runway. If not provided, it will continue a hazard to the 
utilization of the runway. 

(3) The third item is for clearance easement and land acquisition, 58.0 acres— 
easement at $34,500 and acquisition of 6.8 acres in fee at $1,500. Total estimated 
cost $36,000. 

The acquisition of land is to provide safe, cleared approach zones beyond the 
aircraft landing strips. The required approach glide angles to the runways 
must be protected from construction of such hazards as power and communica- 
tion lines and buildings. This is a new facility being established. If proposed 
land is not acquired it will void the value of the Government-owned land pro- 
posed for the siting of the runways. 

(4) The last item is for site preparation for Army aviation facilities, con- 
Sisting of clearing, topsoiling, and seeding 110 acres at an estimated cost of 
$75,000, and earthwork, including storm drainage, 804,940 cubic yards at an 
estimated cost of $377,000. Total estimated cost, $452,000. 

This project is required to provide the necessary site for accommodation of 
Army aviation facilities at this installation. This is a new facility; is utilizing 
the only suitable site within the installation; and is in accordance with the in- 
stallation master plan. If not provided, hazardous conditions would exist which 
would reduce the effectiveness of the facility for its intended use. 

The CHamman. Now, the next item is “New Cumberland General 
Depot, Pa.,” $464,000. That is on page 18. Now, what is this for, 
briefly ¢ 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this for exacly the same mission 
as we have described at Atlanta General Depot. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, we would like to ask a few ques- 
tions. 

The CHarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Are you familiar with New Cumberland and its 
layout, General ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. I have been there several times. I at- 
tended the war college at Carlisle Barracks, Pa., very close to the 
depot. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Are you going to use the Harrisburg State Air- 
port ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, we are going to use the airport. Whereas, 
at first we thought we could put our hangar right on the edge of our 
Government property, we now find, due to safety rules, that we have 
to move it back a ways. That is the reason for some of these addi- 
tional requests. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. So as I see it this taxiway you speak of and the 
operations and so forth will actually be on Government property, but 
adjacent and connected with the Harrisburg State Air port ¢ 
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General Suvier. That is exactly right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. This entire amount of $464,000, is that the cost of 
this project ? 

General Suvter. The total cost of the project, sir, counting the au- 
thorizations granted last year, would be $464, 000 this year and 
$631,000 gr anted last year, or roughly $1 million total. 

The Cuamman. Now—— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. $1 million. 

The Cuatrman. Members, let me turn back to Atlanta. You didn’t 
give me any information about the land. Now, why is it necessary— 
why haven't you enough facilities there today without ac quiring any 
land? 

General Suurer. Mr. Chairman, we have struggled with the loca- 
tion of the runway to try to avoid acquiring any ‘additional land—— 

The Cuarrman. How many acres of land you have to acquire. 

General Suuter. How many do we have to acquire, sir ? 

The CHamman. Yes, sir. 

General Suvuter. We have to acquire 58 acres in easement and 6.8 
acres in fee. 

The CuHamrman. Now, we have 1,488 acres down there now. Why 
can’t you put this facility or use the acreage you already have there, 
without buying any more land ? 

General Suter. Because, sir, we have facilities on that acreage and 
the safety rules of aircraft require certain glide angles to be clear of 
all obstructions. 

The Cuarrman. You haven’t buildings all over that 1,400 acres of 
ground down there. How many acres do you have to acquire? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, we have to acquire 6.8 acres in fee. 

The Cratrman. Now, let’s make for the Army a magnificent rec- 
ord, because you are only going to acquire 8 acres in your whole bill. 

General Struter. That is part of the 8 acres, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. I know. But that is such a small acquisition. In 
view of the fact you don’t need but 6 acres and you got 1,488 acres 
down there, I want to go to the floor of the House and. say the Army 
hasn’t bought 1 additional acre of ground. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cyairman. I know that area. You can find a place to use 8 
acres down there out of 1,400 acres. 

Mr. Kipay. But, Mr. C hairman, if this 6 acres should happen to 
be between the hangar and the runway, I am afraid we had better 
buy it. 

The CHamman. Well 

General Suutrr. Mr. Chairman, I can’t take the responsibility of 
the flight safety requirements on these runw ays, and I assure you, sir, 
this has been studied ever since we were up here last year, and this 
is the very minimum we have to have to put in a safe runway for 
landing and takeoff. 

The Crarrman. Well, you just want to keep up with the Navy 
and the Air Force and buy a little land. Your conscience won't let 
you get but 8 acres in this whole bill. So you are going to fight for 
your 8 acres. 

General Suutrer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, get to the next item. 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. This question applies to this and the previous project 
and the future ones, regarding aviation. Has this matter been cleared 
with the Department of Defense that this is within the need of the 
Army in your new and expanding aviation program ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Bray, this not only has been cleared but as I 
stated they made an extensive study before they transferred this mis- 
sion from the Air Force to the Army. 

Mr. Bray. Understand, I am not in any way questioning this pro- 
yram. But did these installations fit in and have they been O. K.’d 
by the Department of Defense as being necessary for you to carry 
out your mission ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I notice here, though, that you have $24,546,000 future 
estimated authorization. 

General Suvter. That is not for aviation, sir. That is the cost of 
the general depot future expansion. You understand, sir, this is 
merely an added mission on the general depot. 

Mr. Bray. That is what I wanted to ask. 

General Suuuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Now, you are not asking—this will finish the aviation 
part of your program, then ? 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir, as far as we can see. 

Mr. Bray. And the rest of this will be your ordinary Army supply 
job for other parts of the Army ? 

General Souter. General depot supply job; yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. I do think—I am glad Mr. Bray already brought 
that up. We already spent $28 million down there, and we about used 
up this 1,400 acres of ground down there. In other sections of Georgia 
you can find land a great deal cheaper, and for your expansion, You 
have $10 million or “$15 » million in the future—of course, I won’t be 
here. But I do hope you won’t put it all in one place. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Would the Chairman repeat that, please ? 

As I understand it, General, there are 3 depots involved in this— 
4, in the maintenance of the Army Air Force. 

General SHuuer. Yes, sir. Depot-type maintenance. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Now, did you say the Army had 4,200 planes, in- 
cluding helicopters ? 

General Suuter. I said, sir, that the present inventory was 4,200 
aircraft of all types. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Of all types. 

General Suuter. And some of these craft being assigned to the 
National Guard. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. National Guard. And you had 4,900 pilots. 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And the maintenance of this number of planes, 
which includes helicopters, will be divided among these four depots 
that will be provided the capability of maintaining them ? 

General Suuter. Only the depot-maintenance type, sir; the heavy 
maintenance. The field maintenance and the organiz: ational mainte- 
nance will be done at the stations where these planes are assigned. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Just depot type of maintenance. 

General Suuter. Yes. 
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Mr. Van Zanvr. Thank yous that is it. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


New Cumberland General Depot is located at New Cumberland, York County, 
Pa. This installation is responsible for the receipt, storage, and issue of all 
types of Quartermaster, Adjutant General, Chemical, Engineer, and Signal 
Corps supplies ; and provide Army aviation depot support. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $21 
million. We estimate it will require $24.5 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. ‘This 
year we are asking for $464,000 in new authorization for taxiway, aprons (ac- 
cess and parking), aviation gasoline storage, road relocation, and parking lot 
relocation. Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

(1). The first item is a taxiway, at an estimated cost of $66,000. 

This project is required to provide access from the hangar and shop to the 
runway. If this project is not provided the hangar will not be accessible to 
the airfield. 

(2) The second item is aprons (access parking) at an estimated cost of 
$300,000. 

Aprons adjacent to aircraft shops and hangars provide hardstand for move- 
ment of aircraft and aircraft unit by MHE units into and from inspection and 
repair areas as well as provide dust control in the hangar and shop zone. If 
not provided, the lack of hardstand in the area would handicap this supply and 
maintenance mission. 

(3) The third item is an aviation gasoline storage at an estimated cost of 
$20,000. 

This facility is a part of the proposed depot supply support of Army aircraft 
by the transportation section of the above depot. Aircraft received for storage, 
repair, inspection, or issue are to be drained of fuel. That requirement makes 
necessary the availability of gasoline-storage facilities. If this project is not 
provided, operating would be curtailed because of established safety and fire 
regulations. 

(4) The fourth item is road relocation at an estimated cost of $18,000. 

An existing road located on the installation which provides exits from the 
depot onto a country road, crosses the site of the proposed taxiway from the 
airfield to the hangar site. All truck traffic entering and leaving the depot uses 
this road. This item is to relocate the road on the installation from the depot 
boundary line around the hangar and aircraft parking area. 

(5) The last item is parking lot relocation at an estimated cost of $60,000. 

Project is necessary to clear site for hangar and air facilities. Site selected 
is only site on Government-owned land where hangar can be located with access 
to airfield. Vehicular parking area required for employees of depot. 


The CuarrmMan. The next item is Fort Lee, Va. Operational facil- 
ities, storage facilities, hospital facilities, troop housing and utilities, 
$6,229,000. You will find that on page 19, C 1-19. Now, General, 
the only—I have studied each one of these items. I want to get some 
information about the hospital. Now, in this breakdown you have 
here a $3,132,000 hospital, 134 to 200 beds—134-bed hospital. Now, 
give me some information for my own guidance about this hospital. 
Of course, I know what kind of a hospital you have there today. 
You have the same kind you have in all these other camps that were 
temporary. Some of them have been made permanent. Of course, 
this is a permanent installation. I am just wondering if we couldn’t 
use the facilities down there as a hospital that we have been using 
about 7 or 8, 10 years, or 15 years, and not jeopardize the health of 
any of the people ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I recall 2 years ago when I testi- 
fied before this same committee that this committee expressed great 
surprise at the few number of permanent hospitals we had in our 
program request, 











1544 


The Carman. Now, will you stop right there. We certainly did. 
So therefore on our own volition we wrote in it that a hospital be 
built at Fort Jackson. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And the Appropriations Committee come along 
and appropriated the money. And notwithstanding an authorization 
signed by the President and notwithstanding an appropriations bill 

inpointing and making available money for it, you haven’t spent 
1 of it. 

Now, the thought is running through my mind: When they had 
money to build a hospital at a place you didn’t even build it. You 
haven’t built it up to date. I am just a little bit worried why you 
want to go down here now. You may do the same thing in this one. 
No; I don’t think you would do it because the difference would be it 
originated here, the one at Camp Jackson, and this originates in the 
Department, and that might make a difference as to whether you 
want to establish it. You probably don’t want to establish those 
things that originate in Congress with the same degree of urgency as 
those that originate in the Department. But, nevertheless, you have 
not built the hospital at Jackson when you had the money. You said 
we were concerned about it. We were concerned. We are always con- 
cerned because we want these men to have the finest eels al facilities 
in the world. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, are you going to ask the witness why 
they didn’t build it down there ? 

The Cuarrman. Of course, when I get through putting the needle 
tohim. [Laughter.] 

Now, tell us first why you want to build this one down there and 
the military needs for it. Now, I talk to Mr. Kelleher about this 
and Mr. Kelleher thinks—he, having served down there, he thinks it 
is warranted to go there. But I haven’t been satisfied, if you need 
this new hospital - there. Because I know you probably can justify it. 
But you have been getting along pretty well without it. Then, when 
we tried to give them to you, you wouldn’t take them. So I don’t 
know where we stand. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, before I reply to your question on 
the justification of this, may I ask you a question, off the record, sir? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuamman. We know. We are going to see it is built now. 
It is going to be built. 

(Further statement requested taken off the record.) 

The CuHatrrman. Mr. Kelleher, after going over all the details, I 
think this item is all right. But I want to get some more information 
from you, what you think about it. 

General Sauter. All right, sir. The existing medical facilities, 
as the chairman has already pointed out, ot constructed in 1941. 
They are quite similar to those same type facilities at a number of 
Army stations. They are inadequate to serve military personnel and 
their dependents at this station and nearby inst: allations. These 
mobilization- type facilities consist of 112 buildings, spread over an 
area of approximately 70 acres, connected by enc ‘losed corridors which 
prevents access to 22 areas by fire-fighting apparatus. The medical 
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services are widely scattered, prohibiting economical use of personnel. 
The individual wards and clinics are badly deteriorated. Wiring, 
ventilation, and lighting are substandard for the present oper ation. 
The entire plant is a fire hazard. The annual maintenance cost of 
this facility is approximately $225,000. And this cost will increase 
each year if we continue to use it. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s see. You say this hospital spreads over 
70 acres? 

General Suvuier. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it consists of 112 buildings? 

General Suuuer. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. And it cost over 200,000 a year to maintain ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, how many beds in it? 

General Souter. Colonel Adams, do you know the number of beds 
in the hospital at Lee presently / 

Mr. Van Zanpr. They are all one-story buildings, aren’t they ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; they are all rambling, one-story type. 

Mr. Kirpay. Frame construction ¢ 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; wood frame, World War II type con- 
struction. The constructed capacity was 726 beds. 

The Cuairman. I will have to yield to the better judgment of you 
gentlemen. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Arenps. That is the question I would like to ask you, Gen- 
eral, I mean just for my own information. 

The CuarrMan. On the record now. 

Mr. Arenps. I volunteered the thought that you probably have 
good reason. I would just like to know the reason. 

The Cuarman. On the record, why haven’t they spent that money 
that we authorized and appropriated ¢ 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, we haven’t done any design work 
on the Fort Jackson Hospital, it is true. The hospital which the 
Congress authorized in 1955 when Fort Jackson was not a perma- 
nent station is inadequate in size for Fort Jackson under its cur- 
rent requirements. Since Fort Jackson is now a permanent station 
and taking into account the total long-range requirements for hos- 
pital beds, including those required by the Reserve Forces trainees, 
a 500-bed hospital on a 1,000-bed chassis is now required in lieu of 
the 250-bed hospital on a 500-bed chassis presently authorized. 

Therefore, the Department of the Army has not proceeded on the 
design of the presently authorized hospital. 

I will state that we are right now requesting the money, some 
$300,000, to start the design of the now required larger hospital, that 
is a 500 bed on a 1,000-bed chassis. That, of course, will require ¢ 
(deficiency authorization and a deficiency appropriation, which we 
intend to request in fiscal year 1959, because it will take us about a 
year toe ‘complete the design of this hospital and be ready for contract. 

The Cuamman. Then, in this bill, when we reach that phase, we 
should increase the authorization to a 500 bed to meet your deficiency 
request. 

Mr. Keiiener. In fiscal 1959, Mr. Chairman. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary in fiscal year 
L958. 
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The Cuatrman. Yes; fiscal 1959. 

General Suuter. Until fiscal year 1959, because it takes us a year 
to design it. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

General Suuter. But we are starting on the design of it. The only 
thing I must raise, sir, is as you know, sir, we have to go to the Bu- 
reau of the Budget to get our money. "We don’t antic ipate any diffi- 
culty, but I can’t guarantee, sir, that we will get the money. 

The CHarrman. Now, off the record, I want to make this observa- 
tion. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuatrrman. Anyhow 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, may I just say one sentence, sir? 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

General Suuter. I can’t refrain from stating that there are 8 other 
ereeee hospitals which the Department of the Army feels, and 

as felt for the last 2 years, we need in higher priority than this 
Fort Jackson hospital. 

However, we are proceeding with the design of this hospital. 

The Cuarrman. That is right exactly. 

General Suuter. That is the reason-— 

The CHatrman. How many hospitals in this bill? This is the 
only hospital in this bill, isn’t it ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; the only permanent hospital in the bill 
is at Fort Lee. 

The Cuarrman. And yet, you say there are eight other places where 
the Department feels that should come ahead of Fort Jackson? 

General Suuter. That is right. 

The Cuarmman. You are not even making any effort to put those 
in. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. You are not even asking for any authorization. 

General Suter. Mr. Chairman, we had three other permanent 
hospitals in our program which we submitted to the Department of 
Defense. They were taken out of this program, sir, in the review by 
the Bureau of the Budget and the Department of Defense. 

The Cuarrman. Then how did it happen that Fort Lee was left 
in? Wasn’t the other just as important as Fort Lee ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; they were, but for some reason that I 
can’t explain, sir, they left Fort Lee in and another three were taken 
out. 

The Cuarrman. Now—well, I don’t want to ask you this. 

All right. Well, in view of what you said now, you have at least 
eight places you need permanent hospital facilities ? 

‘General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the budget and the Department has only 
been able to get one at this go round. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The CuHarrman. When you get further clearance, you are going 
to spend part of the money—you are going to spend the money Con- 
gress appropriated for F ort Jackson. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmrman. Now, the next item is 














1547 


Mr. Lanxrorp, Mr. Chairman, while we are on the subject of 
hospitals, sir, it is my recollection that we authorized a hospital at 
Fort Meade, was it last year or 2 years ago? 

I would like to know if wivtiting has been done about that. Be- 
cause the Fort Meade hospital is the same type of hospital as you 
described at Fort Lee. 

General Suuter. Sir, the Fort Meade hospital is under design 
right now, and we fully intend to go ahead and put that out for 
contract just as soon as we get out bidding documents, and our de- 
sign finished. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Fort Lee is located 3 miles southwest of Petersburg, Prince George County, 
Va. This installation is the Quartermaster Training Command which controls 
all Quartermaster Corps training activities in the field within the limits and 
policies established by the Quartermaster General. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $39.4 
million. We estimate it will require $70.7 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $6.3 million in new authorization for 8 items. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

(1) The first item is a signal building at an estimated cost of $812,000. 

Signal facilities and operations are presently housed in seven mobilization- 
type buildings which are scattered throughout the post. These buildings were 
constructed in 1941 with a 5-year life expectancy. The buildings are potential 
fire hazards with substandard lighting, heating, and ventilation. Four of these 
buildings will be demolished and three will be retained for other uses in accord- 
ance with the master plan. 

The present manual telephone system can support only limited additional 
construction without reinforcement. Fort Lee’s immediate requirement for 
main-line stations is 1,421. Maxinium switchboard at present is 1,520, leaving a 
balance of only 99 main-line stations for future expansion. 

The additional requirement for family quarters to be completed by the end 
of fiscal year 1958 plus 100 stations for normal growth totals 1,016 main-line 
stations. This plus the present requirement totals 2,600 stations as the mini- 
mum needed by the end of fiscal year 1958. 

To place the additional manual equipment needed to meet this requirement 
in the present building would require removal of the signal office, teletypewriter 
operations (ACAN), and the telephone accounts section. The building would 
also have to be reinforced to carry the weight of the new equipment. The 
present telephone exchange is located in the way of other permanent construc- 
tion proposed in the master plan and will eventually be demolished. 

The proposed permanent structure will accommodate all signal activities 
under one roof; it will provide better supervision and centralized control and 
contribute to more efficient operation ; it will include conversion from a manual 
to a dial exchange for economy and more efficient wire communication. 

Conversion to a dial system will result in an estimated savings of $116,000 
per year in operators’ salaries and even though the monthly rental charges 
would increase from $1,705 (manual system) to estimated $8,000 (dial system) 
there would still be an estimated overall savings of $20,000 per year. 

(2) The second item is ammunition storage magazines at an estimated cost of 
$139,000. 

This project is required for the storage of ammunition in support of training of 
ROTC, USAR, RFA, and TOE units. Ammunition is presently stored in 8 concrete 
hblockhouses and 38 earth-covered igloos which were constructed in 1941. This 
existing facility is approximately 3.5 miles from the post rifle ranges and does 
not conform to the established safety criteria in TM 9-1900. Present structures 
have deteriorated to such a state that water leaks into them, causing an unsatis- 
factory storage condition; a new lightning-protection system is required; and 
the existing fence has deteriorated beyond repair. This existing facility is 
located in the family housing area where 576 units are under construction. 
Plans are being made to relocate the facility to an interim location pending 
approval to construct the permanent facility. The 8 existing blockhouses will 
he demolished. The 3 igloos will be retained. If the permanent facility is not 
constructed the minimum safety requirements will not be met. 
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(3) The third item is for a hospital 134/200 bed at an estimated cost of 
$3,132,000. 

Existing medical facilities constructed in 1941, are inadequate to serve military 
personnel and their dependents at this station and nearby installations. These 
mobilization-type facilities consist of 112 buildings spread over an area of approx- 
imately 70 acres and are connected by enclosed corridors which prevents access 
to 22 areas by fire-fighting apparatus. The medical services are widely scattered, 
prohibiting economical use of personnel; the individual wards and clinics are 
badly deteriorated; wiring, ventilation, and lighting are substandard for the 
present operation; and the entire plant is a serious fire hazard. The annual 
maintenance cost of this facility is approximately $225,000 and this cost increases 
each year. After the permanent facility is constructed, the existing hospital will 
be retained for mobilization purposes. 

(4) The fourth item is for 2 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) at an estimated 
cost of $1,377,000. 

Proposed barracks are required to provide permanent housing for 652 enlisted 
men now occupying 14 temporary mobilization-type barracks (50-man each) 
which were constructed in 1941. Existing barracks have deteriorated to the 
extent that the average annual maintenance totals approximately $20,000. In 
addition, a savings of $50,000 will be realized in heating (labor and fuel). These 
barracks have substandard lighting, heating, and ventilation, are extreme fire 
hazards, and are a detriment to reenlistment and morale. Construction of these 
barracks will necessitate the demolition of 6 mobilization-type barracks, 3 messes, 
and 8 administration buildings. Continued use of the existing substandard 
barracks will be necessary if this project is not provided. This project has been 
sited in accordance with the Installation Master Plan. 

(5) The fifth item is a battalion mess at an estimated cost of $317,000, and 
battalion administration and supply building at an estimated cost of $204,000. 
These two items are required to support the barracks in this program. 

(6) The sixth item is for electric distribution system at an estimated cost 
of $156,000. 

Project is required to provide 13.2 kilovolts distribution for the existing and 
proposed permanent construction. The project will eliminate one step in trans- 
formation required for the existing 2.3 kilovolts and will thereby effect a sav- 
ings in the cost of purchased power. It will reduce the number of switches 
and circuits, lines and poles which would be required in the expansion of the 
existing inadequate 2.3-kilovolt system. It will also effect a substantial savings 
of critical materials such as copper and aluminum. The existing 2.3-kilovolt 
system will be unloaded and removed from service as temporary and emergency 
type construction is demolished to provide sites for construction of permanent 
facilities. 

(7) The last item is for gas distribution system at an estimated cost of 
$92,000. 

This project is required to extend natural gas distribution system to all items 
in this program; to provide fuel for space heating, water heating and cooking, 
as applicable. The fuels currently in use for most of the post are coal for 
space heating, electricity and bottle gas for cooking, and electricity and oil for 
water heating. The effect, if this item is not provided, will be to require either 
use of coal for space heating and electricity for cooking, or the provision of 
boilers capable of being converted to use either natural gas or oil, any or all 
of which will result in an uneconomical operating condition. 

The Cuarmman. All right, the next one is the Seattle Quartermas 
ter Center, Washington. Land acquisition $40,000. Now, let’s see 
how much land. You have 3 acres of land there now. It cost 
$32,000. And you are leasing 2 acres that cost $3,000. How many 
acres of land do you want to acquire now, and for what purpose are 
you going to acquire this land at Seattle? 

General Suvter. Sir, we wish to acquire 114 acres of land in Seat- 
tle proper, at a cost of $40,000. 

Mr. Arenps. That must be downtown. 

General Suuter. It is, sir. It is near the center of town, in a com- 
mercial area. 
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The CHatrMan. Well, didn’t you hear the Secretary say yester- 
day, Mr. Bryant, that where land was valuable why they might want 
to sell it, and move out in areas where the land is not so vi aluable ¢ 

Here we are coming in here and going right down in the heart 
of Seattle and paying $40,000 for the ground, Why not put this 
thing out by Lake W ash ini pba: or some pli vce out in the mountains 
up there ¢ 


General Suuxer. Sir, of course, we already have this cold-storage 
facility built and, we own the land under it. This is land on the side 


of it to allow us to operate it properly. We are presently using the 
land under lease. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Isn’t it true that the installation is accessible now 
by railroads as well as by ship? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Who owns this land? Is it owned by the team- 
sters union { | Laughter. | 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Whoowns it? Put it in the record. 

General Suuter. The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Rail- 
road Co. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Who? 

Milwaukee / 

General Suver. Yes, sir; Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific 
Railroad Co. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, is it not true that this installation we are 
speaking about is between the main street of Seattle and the water- 
front ? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is the Sharpe General Depot, Calif. 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. I just wanted to ask whether or not this expansion is 
going to take further business away from the San Francisco Quar- 
termaster ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Yes, of course it is. 

General Suuter. This only makes this more efficient to operate this 
ere sir. This is not going to move any other mission to this 

facility from any other place, sir. 

Mr. Gurser. In other words, you don’t contemplate any further 
diversion of activity from San Francisco to Seattle ¢ 

General Souter. No, sir; we are leasing this land right now, using 
it right now. 

Mr. Gupser. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CuatrMan. On the record. 

I am very serious about this. There is entirely too much concen- 
tration in certain sections of the country. Of course, there can’t be 
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any doubt that certain sections where the great concentrations are 
taking place is very vulnerable to atomic attack. And a wise ap- 
proach to this matter is a most liberal decentralization not only of 
Government facilities but industry and disperse it all over the U nited 
States. 

But nevertheless, I haven’t been able to accomplish much in the 
days gone by, but I hope to be able to try to do something before 
we get through with this bill, to transfer some of these activities, 
such as the bases that are abandoned in Indiana and California and 
other places, but I don’t know whether I will make much progress. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Seattle Quartermaster Market Center is located at Seattle, King County, 
Wash. This installation procures, storages, and distributes all perishable sub- 
sistence required by Army and Air Force installations within the States of 
Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Washington, the Alaskan Command, and a portion of 
Far East requirements; procurement of perishable subsistence for Navy activi- 
ties in this area; procurement of brand name nonperishable resale and sub- 
sistence items authorized for issue and designated as “local purchase” items 
for Alaskan Command. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $629,281. 
This year we are asking for $40,000 in new authorization for land acquisition. 
Our present plans do not contemplate any future authorization. 

The land acquisition is estimated at a cost of $40,000. The continuing use 
of this land is needed to support operation of the adjacent Government-owned 
cold storage plant by providing: vehicle maneuvering area at loading docks; 
parking space for vehicles and equipment; access around buildings for mainte- 
ance crews and fire apparatus; protection of property from trespass, damage, 
or criminal acts. The land is now leased from the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. 
Paul, and Pacific Railroad Co, Current lease will expire June 30, 1965; prior 
termination by Government is not anticipated. Government has enclosed entire 
property with 7-foot chain link fence. Purchase of existing railroad-owned, 
maintained, and operated spur trackage is not necessary or advantageous to 
Government. At the present annual site of $3,000, during the 20-year anticipated 
useful life of the cold storage plant, the total amount of rental payments would 
be $60,000 or $20,000 more than the estimated cost of the property. 


The Cuairman. The next is Sharpe General Depot, Calif. 

Operational facilities, and utilities, $110,000. ‘That is on page 22. 

General Sauter. Mr. Chairman, this is exactly the same mission 
as we described for Atlanta General Depot and New Cumberland. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

General Suuter. This is the third of the general depots involved. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Sharpe General Depot is located 7 miles north of Stockton, San Joaquin County, 
Calif. This installation is a distribution depot for key and reserve Quartermas- 
ter, Engineer, and Transportation supplies. It is a receiving point for Engineer, 
Medical, Quartermaster, and Transportation supplies and equipment returned for 
processing from overseas, and posts, camps and stations in the Sixth Army area. 
It is a field storage point for Surgeon General rolling stock. The Engineer and 
Medical supply sections perform a depot maintenance mission. Provides Army 
Aviation Depot support. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $33.3 
million. We estimate it will require $18.2 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $110,000 in new authorization for 3 projects. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

(1) The first item is for aircraft parking aprons at an estimated cost of 
$85,000. The mission of depot supply support requires hardstand areas to be 
provided which will accommodate 24 aircraft. The area is used for aircraft 
awaiting processing for modification, repair and/or shipment. Elimination of 
the item would require parking of the aircraft on unstabilized areas which would 
increase maintenance and safety problems due to dust and mud. 
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(2) The second item is for aviation gasoline storage at an estimated cost of 
$20,000. Facility is required to provide storage for fuels drained from aircraft 
and for storage of fuels to refuel aircraft upon issue. That requirement makes 
necessary the availability of gasoline storage facilities. If this project is not 
provided, operating would be curtailed because of established safety and fire 
regulations. 

(3) The last item is for security fence at an estimated cost of $5,000. Security 
fence is required to enclose hanger and parking area which are located outside 
of existing fence. It is required to keep people from the area where aircratf 
are being repaired to avoid accidents and prevent pilferage. The air facilities 
are being located adjacent to a public airport and control of the area will be 
impossible without this fence. 


The Cuarrman. All right. The next one is Forth Worth Depot, 
Tex. Operational facilities and land acquisition, $85,000. 

General Suuter. This is the fourth, sir, of the four depots. 

The Cuarrman. Ail right. That winds them up. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question at this point 
here ¢ 

What are you going to do for hangar space, General ? 

General Suuter. That, sir, was authorized in fiscal year 1957. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, the next, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Fort Worth has land, Mr. Chairman. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, there is land easements at Fort 
Worth. 

The CuarrmMan. He hasn’t much land left. 

One-quarter of an acre left. You bought all your land, haven’t 
you? 

General Suuter. This is a clearance easement only for the runway. 

Mr. Ketiener. At Fort Worth. 

General Suuter. Fort Worth. 

The CuarrMan. Well, of course easements is a little bit different. 
It is 370 acres, isn’t it? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

General Suuter. It just keeps power lines and buildings off the 
safety glide angles of the runway, sir. 

(The justification is as follows:) 

Fort Worth General Depot is located at Fort Worth, Tarrant County, Tex. 
This installation receives and stores Quartermaster and Signal Corps supplies 
for issue to installations in the area. Performs depot maitenance for Signal 
Corps general equipment. Conducts training in depot, supply, and maintenance 
operations for military personnel. Provides Army aviation depot support. 

Our inventory of real propety at this station is presently valued at $14.9 million. 
We estimate it will require $3.3 million authorization in the future to complete 
the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. This year we 
are asking for $95 million in new authorization for aviation gasoline storage and 
clearance easements. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

(1) The first item is aviation gasoline storage at an estimated cost of $20,000. 
This facility is a part of the proposed depot supply support of Army aircraft by 
the transportation section of the above depot. Aircraft received for storage, 
repair, inspection, or issue are to be drained of fuel. That requirement makes 
necessary the availability of gasoline storage facilities. If this project is not 
provided, operations would be curtailed because of established safety and fire 
regulations. 

(2) The last item is for a clearance easement at an estimated cost of $75,000. 
The acquisition of land by easement to provide safe approach zones beyond the 
landing runway. The approach glide angles to the runway must be protected 
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from construction of hazards such as powerlines and buildings. If this project 
is not provided the landing of aircraft may be hazardous. 

The Cuarman. Now, the next item is the Chemical Corps. 

Fort Detrick, Md. $627,000. Page C1-25. That is detailed on 
page 27. 

Security fence. Well, I know they are expensive because I am 
putting one in myself, oe it is costing about a dollar and a half ¢ 
foot, and when I look at these big security fences around big areas, 
I am just wondering who outside the Government could afford to 
buy them. Go ahead, General. 

General Suuuer. This would be gatehouses, guardhouses, and high- 
steel fence. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is it replacing the wooden fence. 

General SuHuter. Chain link fence. No, sir; this is fencing in an 
area that is not properly fenced in now. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Fort Detrick is located at Frederick, Md. This installation is engaged in 
research and development in all phases of biological warfare. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $49.7 
million. We estimate it will require $41.8 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $627,000 in new authorization for a security fence, 
area C, and extension of utilities. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

(1) Security fence, area C, $115,000.—Area C is comprised of 525 acres of 
land on which highly sensitive facilities are being constructed, namely, a biology 
laboratory building. Movement of unauthorized persons in this area must be 
controlled if the laboratory building is to be used. Approval of this item now 
will allow erection of the fence by the time the facilities are completed. 

(2) Extension of utilities, $512,000.—This item will provide 2 additional 
electrical substations and extension of the water system to support operational 
use of new technical buildings under construction. The extensions are required 
to provide for normal increase in consumption and a capacity for planned future 
construction.. Additional water mains will insure a storage reserve needed to 
satisfy reported fire-protection deficiencies. 

The Cuairman. Dugway Proving Ground, Utah. 

How long has that been in here? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. 1942. 

The Cuatrman. All right. What is this for / 

General Suuer. Sir, this is a dayroom for the enlisted men at 
Dugway Proving Ground, $54,000. This place is 86 miles from Salt 
Lake C ity and is an isolated installation. 

The Cuaimman, Now, Mr. Kelleher, we have a letter from Mr. 
Sheppard, with reference to some Wherry houses. I think it might 
be important to bring it up at this time. 

Mr. Keuiruer. Actually, Mr. Chairman, we don’t have a letter 
from him. He called the office. 

The CuarrmMan. What is the situation—of course, this is in an 
isolated section, is it not ? 

General Suvuter. Dugway; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How far from Salt Lake City ! 

General Suuxer. About 86 miles, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, have you any Wherry houses there ‘ 

General Sruer. Yes, sir; we have a 400-unit Wherry project 
existing at Dugway. 

The Cuairman. Have we approved any Capehart houses there ! 
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General Suvxer. The Secretary of Defense has approved a Cape- 
hart project. Colonel Symbol, has the committee approved it? 

Colonel Symon. Yes, sir. 100 units, 

The Cuamman. How many? 

Colonel Sympou. 100, sir. 

The Cuairman. What progress are you making in acquiring the 
Wherry houses ¢ 

General Suuter. Sir, this is one of the stations that we have to 
acquire. The Corps of E ngineers is presently making reports on all 
the stations. This is receiving priority. We hope to start getting 
these reports in July, August, and September, and then proceed with 
the necessary acquisitions, 

The Cuairman. General, I think we are going to be driven to this 
point. The Speaker talked to me yesterday. Complaints are coming 
in. The law is written that we won't build any Capehart houses at 
places until you acquire the Wherry houses. Isn’t that the statute? 

General Suvter. That is right, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, we are going to have to put something in this 
bill, unless some better record is being made in the Department, that 
even though you build these Capehart houses they can’t become public 
quarters until you clean up that Wherry housing situation. Because 
| know—now, this off the record, Sam. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuamman. What I am trying to get across to you: you got 
to follow out the law. You have to get these W herry houses in the 
Government. You must detail personnel to them. They must be 
public quarters. 

The quarters allowance must be charged against them. 

We can’t have the situation now that is beginning to arise, where 
all the Wherry people are up in arms and you are pushing them 
around and about and they are fussing because they have the money 
invested, and you are taking their tenants away from them and 
putting them in ( apehart houses. You just have to go ahead and 
get these Wherry houses and use them. 

Of course, I think the whole thing was wrong, but nevertheless, 
we all got off on it, and that is where we have to stay. 

General Suuuer. Mr. Chairman, the only point that I contest is 
that we are dragging our feet. We are not, sir, dragging our 
feet. We accept the law. We are going to acquire these W herry 
houses. Unfortunately, it takes time to negotiate and go through 
this thing. 

The Cuatrman,. All right. I am going to advise the Speaker. 
L want you to put in the record how many Wherry projects are being 
investigated, and negotiations in process, and approximately when they 
would be acquired. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now we have approved by this committee some 
86,000 Capehart units. And yet, you have—and we have only ac- 
quired 800 Wherry houses. 

General Suuter. I will be glad to furnish that. And I would 
like to state that we are now planning for 14,000 Wherry housing 
acquisitions. 

The Cuamman. Well—— 

General Suuer. 14,000. 
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The Cuarrman. All right, we have 80-some-odd 

Mr. Ketiener. 83,000 total, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. 33,000 units, Wherry units. 

Mr. Ketrener. 32,000 must be acquired. 

The Cuarman. That is right, 32,000 by all departments. 

General Suuter. Our share is 14,000. 

The Cuamman. When can we expect those 14,000 units to be ac- 
quired ? 

General Suuter. Sir, we have to get the reports in through the 
channels, come over and consult with this committee. 

The Cuatmrman. That is right. 

Now, can we acquire them between now and July or now and 
October ¢ 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. All right, give us some idea now when you are 
going to acquire them. 

General Suuter. I would say, sir, starting in December, we should 
have fast acquisition for the next 6 months to clean it up. 

The Cramman. Then you are going to be able to acquire the 
14,000. You are going to be able to acquire that by the end of this 
year? 

General Suuter. No, sir. Starting the end of this year and I hope 
to clean it up by the middle of next year. But 

The Cuamman. How fast, then, are you building the Capehart 
houses, and making those avail: able in those same places where the 
Wherry houses are public quarters ? 

General Souter. The first eaiees will be completed in July of this 
year. I have a schedule here-— 

The CuHatrman. All right. Take the ones that are going to be 
completed, the Capehart houses, in July. 

How many and where is it ? 

General Suuter. Redstone Arsenal. 

The Cnarman. All right. 

General SHuter. 120, units, July 1957. 

The Cuatrrman. How many units? 

General Suuter. 120. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, how many Wherry houses there? 

General Suuter. If the chairman will please allow me to get this 
thing in shape where I can use both sheets, I will tell you. 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Colonel Sympou. 120, sir, at Redstone Arsenal. 

General Suuter. 120 at Redstone Arsenal. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. You are going to have one-hundred-and- 
some-odd Capehart houses in July at Redstone. 

Colonel Sympox. That is correct, sir. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrman. And you have how many Wherry projects? 

General Suuter. 120 to acquire. 

The CHarman. Now, what is the status of the acquisition of the 
120% Will they be complet ted by July? 

General Suuter. The report from the Corps of Engineers is due 
in the Department of the Army July 1. 

We have to submit that, Mr. Chairman, to the Department of De- 
fense. They have to consult with the two armed services committees. 
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And then we go ahead, and acquire it, either by negotiation or by 
condemnation, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, here is what is worrying the Wherry people. 

When you finish these Capehart houses at a place like Redstone, you 
are going to take the occupant of the Wherry house, and going to say 
to him, “You will have to go into a Capehart house.” 

General Suter. No, sir. The Wherry housing, sir, is figured 
completely down to every house in our assets before we ever establish 
our deficit. The C apehart i is against that deficit. 

Mr. Arenps. That is right. 

General Suuter. There may be some instances where a few people 
who are paying way over their head against what they get for a 
quarters allowance will probably come out of the W herry and go to 
the Capehart. But that will not be in very great numbers, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. In other words, General, the Capehart, and the 
Wherry will both be filled. 

General Suuter. Wherry is already an asset and always has been 
counted an asset. We count it as an asset, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, then, we can assure everyone, and particu- 
larly the Speaker, that you are driving and driving hard to acquire 
the Wherry as rapidly as negotiations can be brought about. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; I will personally guarantee it, sir. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question on that point? 

The CHarrMANn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Then we are to understand that the Wherry hous- 
ing will not be jeopardized by reason of completing the Capehart 
housing at any one installation ¢ 

General Suuter. I would say, sir, that to a large degree, to the most 
degree, that is so. 

Now, there will be some cases, of which Dugway is a case—let me 
say why Dugway is in trouble. It is because we have so many civil- 
ians at the post compared to the military. 

Now, we can’t handle the civilians. ‘dn’ same way we handle the 
military. I was forced to live in a Wherry and pay way over my 
head when I was a junior officer. That is quite all right, but you 

can’t do that to a civilian. At Dugway, they are in difficulty be- 

cause some lower paid civilians naturally w ould rather live in cheaper 
rent, less good housing than they would to live in the higher rent 
better housing. That is why Dugway is in difficulty. 

(Justification is as follows :) 

Dugway Proving Ground is located 86 miles southwest of Salt Lake City, 
Tooele County, Utah. This installation is responsible for research and develop- 
ment, field testing, and evaluation of chemical, biological, and radiological war- 
fare items. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $31 
million. We estimate it will require $12.4 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. This 
year we are asking for $54,000 in new authorization for an enlisted men’s day- 
room which will be added to the battalion mess hall. Buildings now being used 
for dayroom facilities have been recommended for destruction due to high main- 
tenance cost, and are 10 miles away from the troop housing area. 

The Cuarrman. All right. The next item is Signal Corps. Fort 
Huachuca, Ariz. 

86066—57— No. 36-——-10 








i 
1 


1556 


Troop housing, $1,936,000. 

General Suvter. It is for two enlisted men’s barracks, sir, with 
supporting facilities. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Fort Huachuca is located near Bisbee in Cochise County, Ariz. This installa- 
tion is principally an Army electronic proving ground performing field tests and 
related research in very specialized fields of electronics. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $27.3 mil- 
lion. We estimate it will require $39.3 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. This 
year we are asking for $1.9 million in new authorization for 2 enlisted men’s bar- 
racks, a battalion mess, and a battalion administration and supply building. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

(1) Two enlisted men's barracks at an estimated cost of $1,328,000 will pro- 
vide 652 permanent spaces of a requirement of 4,682 spaces. There are 1,024 
permanent spaces existing. The modified emergency barracks were constructed 
in 1942 and had very little maintenance from 1945 through 1951 when Fort 
Huachuca was inactive. They will be retained for National Guard training 
and for mobilization purposes. 

(2) Battalion mess at an estimated cost of $363,000 will provide messing fa- 
cilities for the troops to be housed in the barracks asked for in this program. 

(3) Battalion administration and supply building at an estimated cost of $245,- 
000 will provide space for administrative and supply operations in support of the 
new barracks. 

The Cuamman, The next item is the Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. Kevtener. This is a new installation. 

The Cuatrman. Cold regions laboratory, Hanover, N. H., research 
and development facility, $2,496,000. This is the only distinct new 
installation in the whole bill, except two little 

General Suuter. In the United States, in the whole bills, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

General Suuer. In the continental United States, in the whole 
bill. 

The Cuarrman. In continental United States, all right. Now, tell 
us about this cold region laboratory here, at Hanover, N. H. It is 
cold up there anyhow. They don’t have to have a labor: atory to tell 
them, do they ? 

General Sauter. Mr. Chairman, this project is requested for re- 
search and test to determine the physical properties of snow, ice, and 
permafrost areas, and to develop methods of utilizing this knowledge 
so as to increase the effectiveness of military operations under cold 
weather conditions through improvement of materiel and operational! 
techniques. 

{xisting facilities consist of the snow, ice, and permafrost re- 
search establishment at five separate loc: ations which the Cor ps of 
Engineers operates by instructions emanating from the Department 
of Defense in the interest of all elements of the Department of Defense, 
and the Arctic construction and frost effects laboratory which the 
Corps of Engineers operates in support of the Department of the 
Army construction programs, and the headquarters United States 
Army Engineer Arctic Task Force, the troop unit which provides 
logistic support for the Corps of Engineers Greenland research and 
development program. 

The snow, ice, and permafrost facilities, leased until 1957, are 
crowded, prov iding only 60 square feet per person, with no space for 
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expansion except by creation of additional satellites. The Arctic 
construction and frost effects lab has been forced to move 3 times in 
the past 10 years. It is now in temporary facilities at Murphy Gen- 
eral Hospital. 

The work to be performed by the cold regions engineering lab- 
oratory is unique in the United States. There are no counterparts 
either in educational institutions or in the commercial world. 

Now, what this is for, sir, is to combine all these scattered elements 
of this mission into one place. The land will be donated by Dartmouth 
College, sir. There is no land requirement. 

The Cuatrman. This goes to Dartmouth College ? 

General SHuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. That is where the laboratory is? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. Now, there is no similar laboratory, as you just 
stated, anywhere in the country ? 

General SHuier. That is right, sir. 

The Cuamman. To do this kind of work. 

General Suurer. Except in scattered areas which the Army now 
runs. 

The CuatrMan. How does it happen that you happened to select 
Dartmouth College, unless it has some background in this field? 

General SHuer. Sir, this was selected by the Corps of Engineers 
after a study of possible locations, considering the location itself, 
and the availability of personnel to work on the projects. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In the proximity 

The CHamman. You estimate that the total development of this 
laboratory in the days ahead will be about $214 million? 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Bennerr. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ! 

The Cuarmman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bennerr. May I ask why you did not place it in Alaska? 

Was it because of the unavailability of personnel, or what was the 
reason you didn’t locate it in Alaska? 

General Suuner. Sir, a great number of our studies are done in 
regard to Greenland. This seemed to be a good location based on 
an extensive study. 

Another thing 1s we would like to locate in the United States, rather 
than Alaska, for security reasons. 

The Cyarmman. Now, the next item-—— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman ? 

‘The Cuamman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, does this centralization of this effort tie 
itself in with the removal of the quartermaster program at Phila- 
delphia? 

General Suuver. I don’t believe it does, Mr. Congressman, but I 
can’'t—— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Well, is it related to the Army Quartermaster 
program at Lawrence, Mass. ? 

General Srurer. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Separate and distinct? Isn’t that a cold weather 
program ¢ 
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General Suuner. It may be, sir. But the principal use of this, sir, 
it being in the Corps of Engineers program—you recall we build SAC 


bases in such places as | could name but I won't in the record, where 
we have to build them on top of ice. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes. 

General Suurer. This is to further our knowledge of how to do 
this thing more efficiently. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. This doesn’t go into food and clothing ? 

General Suutmr. No, sir; it has nothing to do w ‘ith food and 
clothing that I know of. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Isn’t it true now that the Air Force has a similar 
project in Florida ? 

General SHutrer. You mean for construction purposes ? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Well, as it applies to aircraft and so forth, a cold 
weather 

General Suuter. They might have one for flying experimentation, 
Mr. Congressman, but the Corps of Engineers being their construc- 
tion agent would be doing their work in this laboratory for the Air 
Foree, : and the Army construction. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. The Army Air Force—I can be wrong on this, but 
the Army Air Force has a cold weather project in Flor ida, and there 
they test not only aircraft but engines for aircraft as well as engines 
for other vehicles. 

General Suuter. I believe, sir, they do. I believe the mission of 
that facility is testing the equipment in aircraft under cold weather 
conditions. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Why shouldn’t we, speaking of unification, unify 
this effort, and make it apply to all branches of the service, sir? 

General Suter. It is such an entirely different field, sir. I mean 
this is purely for operational and construction purposes, and would 
have no relation to whether you could transport certain perishables 
under cold conditions. Now, I am not saying that couldn’t be done, 
sir, but it is such an entirely different mission that it is— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I think Mr. Van Zandt brought up a 
very interesting point here. If you recall last year or the year before 
last we went into considerable detail here as to what the Air Force 
was doing, and it was very extensive, it seemed to me even more 
extensive than was necessary. 

Here we are starting another. 

I want to remind you of certain words, that I think might make it 
a little more palatable and easier to explain to the floor. 

You say here 








By studies designed to detect the physical laws which govern the properties 
of snow, ice, and frozen ground. 

Now, that matter has been determined by chemists and physicists 
for a long, long time. If we are going to try to start a project to 
determine—I want to repeat this again. 

* * * detect the physical laws which govern the properties of snow, ice, and 
frozen ground. 

General SHuter. Mr. Bray, we don’t—I am not arguing that in the 
laboratories of colleges and so forth there hasn’t been work done on 
this. I am saying that as a commercial pursuit or venture it stops 
right there. We are in a field where we have to actually build these 
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things and we have to continue to develop our techniques and our 
efficiencies on doing that. 


Mr. Bray. General, I realize that. I realize you have other—l 
can see some other possibilities. But right here—I won’t go any 


further on it. 

By studies designed to detect the physical laws which govern the properties 
of snow, ice, and frozen ground. 

Now, that has been gone into far beyond any of us have ever——- 

The Cuatrman, As it relates to engineering equipment. 

General Suuter. I don’t know who has ever done it as it relates 
to engineering construction, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Could we lay this aside temporarily and have a 
staff member look into the activity of the other services in this field, 
and bring us back a hurried report ? 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Passed over. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Cold Regions Laboratory is located at Hanover, Grafton County, N. H. This 
installation’s principal mission is to increase capabilities of the armed services 
to conduct large-scale cold region operations, by studies designed to detect the 
physical laws which govern the properties of snow, ice, and frozen ground, and 
to develop and assist in the application of the elements of mechanics, physics, 
and other sciences to the engineering of equipage, facilities, and mobility, and 
to improve ability to interpret often conflicting integrated observations of cold 
regions operations. 

This is a proposed new installation and at present we do not have any real 
property here. This year we are asking for $2.5 million in new authorization 
for a main laboratory building. Our present plans do not contemplate any 
future authorization. Justification for a main laboratory building at an esti- 
mated cost of $2,496,000 is as follows: 

This project is requested for research and tests to determine the physical 
properties of snow, ice, and permafrost areas and to develop methods for 
utilizing this knowledge so as to increase the effectiveness of military opera- 
tions under cold weather conditions through improvement of materiel and 
operational techniques. Existing facilities consist of the Snow, Ice, and Perma- 
frost Research Establishment (SIPRE) ; 28,475 square feet at 5 separate loca- 
tions which the Corps of Engineers operates by instructions emanating from 
Department of Defense in the interest of all elements of Department of Defense 
and the Arctic Construction and Frost Effects Laboratory (ACAFEL) ; 15,000 
square feet which the Corps of Engineers operates in support of the Depart- 
ment of Army construction programs, and the Headquarters, United States 
Army Engineer Arctic Task Force; 5,760 square feet, the troop unit which pro- 
vides logistic support for the Corps of Engineers Greenland research and de- 
velopment program. SIPRE facilities, leased until 1957, are crowded, providing 
only 60 square feet per person (office) with no space for expansion except by 
creation of additional satellites. ACAFEL, forced to move 3 times in the past 
10 years, is now in temporary facilities at Murphy General Hospital. Work 
to be performed by Cold Regions Engineering Laboratory (CREL) is unique 
in the United States. There are no counterparts either in educational institu- 
tions or in the commercial world. Nature of the work and shortage of qualified 
scientists in the field precludes assignment of research work outside Govern- 
ment except for special tasks, currently involving approximately 30 percent of 
available funds. Although missions differ, a combination of SIPRE and ACAFEL 
and USAEATF has repeatedly been recommended by the Chief, Research and De- 
velopment of the Department of the Army, and will provide increased efficiency in 
that it will permit maximum utilization of scientific and technica! personnel and 
it will reduce overhead inherent in current operations at diverse locations, Hm- 
phasis on cold region military operations is increasing as indicated in ARWP 1960 
(TS), and this facility will provide support for such emphasis for it will greatly 
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enhance the ability to obtain and retain qualified personnel. Present staff of 


existing facilities, 225. Size of proposed facility based on number of personnel, 
space for laboratory equipment, requirements to comply with safe working con- 
ditions under maximum workload. It is planned to locate the facility near the 


campus of Dartmouth University, New Hampshire. The board of regents of 


Dartmouth have given assurances that they are willing to provide a site for 
the proposed facility at no cost to the Government. Custodial support for the 
facility will be provided by a services supply contract with Dartmouth. 


The CuatrMan. Now, take the next item. 

Fort Belvoir, Va. Operational facilities, training facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, $1,654,000. Now, if the members will take the bill— 
Mr. Hardy, you w ill find that on page 36. 

All right, General, go ahead. W hat is this for? 

General Suuer. These are for 4 facilities, the first 3 being at 
Davison Army Airfield, which is located right adjacent to Fort Bel- 
voir, Va. 

( Diseussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. That is enough discussed on that. 

General Suuter. Therefore—— 

The Cuarrman. All right. Guided-missile support building. 

General Suuxer. The fourth item is a guided-missile support build- 
ing at the engineer school. 

The Corps of Engineers, Mr. Chairman, has the mission for per 
forming maintenance on all of the Nike sites on the elevators and 
generators and other engineer type of equipment. This is a building 
to train the Corps of Engineers personnel to accomplish that mission, 
after they go out to join or support the units. 

The Cuamrman. Without objection, the item is passed. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Fort Belvoir is located 11 miles southwest of Alexandria in Fairfax County, Va. 
This installation is charged with the engineer field maintenance and engineer 
troop supply activities of the Engineer Center and Military District of Wash 
ington. Training of assigned or attached engineer general reserve units and 
bulk allotment troops. Maintenance and operation of the Engineer Service Test 
Unit. To maintain and operate the Engineer Research and Development Lab- 
oratories for the purpose of research and development as directed by Chief of 
Engineers. Provide administration and jurisdiction over all Army aviation 
operations, maintenance and supply for all aviation units and activities as- 
signed, attached or stationed at Davison Army Airfield for aviation service for 
Department of Defense, Department of the Army, and the Military District 
of Washington. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $56.8 
million. We estimate it will require $54.3 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $1.7 million in new authorization for four projects. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

(1) The first item is Aircraft Access Aprons and Facilities (FM) (DAAF) 
at an estimated cost of $215,000. 

This item is required to provide aircraft washing facilities and access from 
the field maintenance parking aprons to the field maintenance hangar, which 
this item supports. The access apron now in use is that provided for a modified 
emergency-type hangar located across the existing runway from the site of the 
maintenance hangar to be provided. The apron was constructed in 1953, as a 
troop training project with only temporary use anticipated. The location of the 
existing apron and aircraft washing facilities, also across the runway precludes 
use in connection with other than the modified emergency hangar for which 
they were provided. For the same reason, rehabilitation is not appropriate. 
If this item is provided, the existing access apron and washing facilities will be 
used in connection with the organizational maintenance of fixed-wing aircraft. 

(2) The second item is Aircraft Parking Apron (FM) (DAAF) at an esti- 
mated cost of $238,000. 
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This-item is required to provide parking aprons for the 26 rotary-wing and 30 
fixed-wing aircraft assigned to Davison Army Airfield, which will normally be 
awaiting field maintenance. The apron now being used for this purpose is 
located on the southerly side of the fixed-wing runway, adjacent to a modified 
emergency-type hangar which is now being used for field maintenance. The 
hangar to be provided, which this item supports, will be located on the northerly 
side of the fixed-wing runway. The existing parking was constructed in 1953, 
as a troop training project with only temporary use anticipated. The existing 
parking located across the runway from the site of the maintenance hangar to 
be provided precludes efficient maintenance and creates a hazard owing to the 
necessity for crossing of the fixed-wing runway in moving aircraft from the 
parking apron to the hangar. 

(3)The third item is hangar with shop at an estimated cost of $871,000. 

This item is required to provide field maintenance facilities for 26 rotary-wing 
and 30 fixed-wing aircraft. The field maintenance of these aircraft is now being 
accomplished in a semipermanent-type hangar, located on the southerly side of 
the fixed-wing runway, which contains 23,922 square feet of floor area and was 
erected by troops in 1954, as a training project. The existing hangar is not 
provided with shops nor an overhead crane, which is required to remove motors 
and rotors, both of which are necessary to accomplish the field maintenance of 
aircraft. The existing hangar, owing to floor-space limitations, cannot accommo- 
date shop facilities, and the structural design is inadequate to support an over- 
head crane. If this item is provided, the existing semipermanent-type hangar, 
which is now being used for field maintenance, will be used for organizational 
maintenance of fixed-wing aircraft until the time when permanent facilities for 
that echelon of maintenance are provided. 

(4) The last item is a guided-missile support building at an estimated cost 
of $330,000. 

This item is required to support the technical instruction of officers, enlisted 
men, and civilians in connection with the responsiiblity of the Chief of Engineers 
for training of guided-missile maintenance personnel. It will provide offices for 
instructors and training staff; filing and administrative storage: a room for 
briefings, conferences, film viewing, and practice teaching; storage and issue 
rooms for training aids to be used in multiple-purpose classrooms; storage and 
issue rooms for student instruction materials, and a reference library. This 
training mission is permanent. Maintenance and operations projects new: ap- 
proved or submitted for approval in the aomunt of $550,000 will provide the 
minimum of indoor and outdoor functional classrooms and practical exercise 
laboratories to permit initiation of this type of training. These projects are 
comprised of 40,000 square feet of prefabricated buildings for guided-missile 
equipment, the modification of an existing building, rehabilitation and a 4,000- 
square-foot prefabricated addition to one existing building and the minimum of 
site preparation, roads, and utilities, and will be continued in use, in addtion to 
the facilities that will be provided under this project. There are no existing 
facilities of this type available, and modification of other types of existing 
facilities is not practicable owing to the necessity for these facilities being in 
proximity to those which will be provided by maintenance and operations funds. 
The need for frequent instructor-student consultation, and instructor contacts 
with the classrooms and practical exercise laboratories, instructors briefings, 
conferences, and review of training films dictates that these facilities become a 
part of the guided missile maintenance training complex. The size of these 
facilities was determined by past experience in comparison with other similar 
existing facilities. Other than a location in proximity to the other training 
facilities will result in lack of control by the instructors and reduce efficiency 
of operaton, owing to the time lost in travel between these facilities and to those 
in the training complex. The initial missile maintenance program will be 
accelerated to 2,050 students per year. The requirement for this item wiil not 
decrease, since the presently authorized staff and faculty provides only for the 
support of Nike-Redstone missile maintenance training at the time of initiation 
of the training program. Staff and faculty members are required to utilize space 
in the practical exercise laboratories and functional classrooms, and training 
operations which are in progress in the laboratories and classrooms, will ma- 
terially affect the accomplishment of their work. As the training program is 
developed, and the staff and faculty increases, they will be required to utilize 
space not in proximity to the training complex. and the lack of control and re 
duced efficiency, described above, will prevail. Deferment of this item will 
prolong highly undesirable working conditions and inefficient operation of the 
training program. This is not a research and development item. 
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The Cuatrman. The next is Granite City Engineer Depot, Ill. 
Utilities, $765,000. 

Now, members of the committee, I want to ask all of you please to 
remain until I can get three more members here, as I have some very 
important matters and I must have a quorum to act upon them today. 
I have asked Mr. Smart to see if he can get three more members in 
here. Then I will have to lay this over and take the other bills up. 

The next is Granite City Engineer Depot. This is on page 37. 

All right, General ? 

General Suuxer. Mr. Chairman, simply stated, we are having to 
operate the present boilers at 184 percent of their rated capacity. We 
simply must augment that capacity in order to operate the powerplant 
efficiently. This is in addition to it, in order to allow us to properly 
carry out the operation. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, the next item is the Transportation Corps—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to ask a question there. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Almost 2 years ago you authorized about 60 Capehart 
housing units there. You haven’t moved on that at all. Could you 
tell me what is delaying that project ? 

General Suuter. If we haven’t moved on it, Mr. Congressman, it is 
either because it has not been approved by the Department of Defense, 
or because it is now 

Mr. Price. It is approved all the way along the line. 

General SuHuter. If it has been approved all the way along the line, 
then it is frozen now in the short-money market we are in and by the 
Department of Defense, in their priority list system, sir. 

We can’t do it until we can get the money in order to carry it out. 
Do you know, Colonel Symbol, specifically on Granite City ? 

Colonel Symon. Yes, sir. 

At Granite City, we will have the design completed on October 7, 
1957, at which time the plans will be submitted to the Federal Housing 
Administration for review. 

However, as General Shuler stated, the program is frozen and we 
do not have authority to advertise the project, even though the design 
would be completed soon. 

(The justification is as follows :) 
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Granite City Engineer Depot is located 1144 miles east of Granite City, Mad- 
ison County, Ill. This installation receives stores and issues general engineer 
supplies and to process and pack items for export shipment; to assemble com- 
ponent parts into sets for issue; to perform base maintenance on all engineer 
equipment within this base maintenance area (16 States) and from outside 
the area as directed; to receive and store strategic and critical materials; to 
train military units in general engineer supply; to produce technical informa- 
tion essential to the accomplishment of adequate maintenance worldwide; and 
to perform technical functions essential to the accomplishment of preserva- 
tion, packaging and packing of engineer equipment. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $20.9 
million. We estimate it will require $12.2 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permananent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $765,000 in new authorization for addition to 
central heating plant. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

The only item at this depot is the addition to the central heating, permanent, 
gross area, 3,016 square feet. Total item cost estimate, $765,000, including 
outside utilities, $8,500, steam mains, $163,500, and collateral equipment, $3,000. 
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Additional steam boilers and underground steam distribution lines are required 
to provide the capacity necessary. Existing heating plant consists of three coal- 
fired boilers of 305 boiler horsepower rating for each with a total connected 
load of 2,255 boiler horsepower. These boilers are now operating at 184 percent 
of rated capacity without a standby plant resulting in a deficiency of 575 boiler 
horsepower. Several buildings requiring heat from the central plant are usually 
cold during extreme inclement weather because of insufficient capacity. This 
deficiency plus additional heating capacity reflects a total need of 1,780 boiler 
horsepower, or requirement of 2 additional 600 boiler horsepower (100 percent 
rating) boilers. The existing building will be expanded to provide for the addi- 
tional capacity. The requirements for the two boilers were based on maximum 
heating load. The additional capacity will eliminate two small individual heat- 
ing plants, reduce operating personnel, decrease fuel consumption and mainte- 
nance costs at an annual savings of approximately $52,000. 

The Cuairman. All right. Now, the next item is the Transporta- 
tion Corps, Brooklyn Army Base, New York, operational facilities, 
$1,169,000. That is on page 40. 

Briefly, new cargo doors, pier sheds, two. All right, what is this 
about, General ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this is the first of three incre- 
ments for installing new cargo doors to replace existing 36-year-old, 
wornout, distorted, hand-operated cargo doors on pier No. 2, which 
are extremely hard to operate, time consuming, unsafe, costly to 
maintain and repair, and obsolete since we can’t even obtain the 
replacement parts today. 

This proposed facility will provide modern design, electrically op- 

srated, noncorrosive cargo doors, which will operate easily, speedily, 

a safely, keep maintenance and repair costs at a minimum, and 
eliminate the loss of time in cargo handling. 

These doors being 36 years old, sir, are completely wrecked, and 
it takes a lot of unnecessary time, effort, and unsafe operations to 
even make them work. They should have been replaced a long time 
ago. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Brooklyn Army Terminal is located in New York City. This installation is 
a port of embarkation for military cargo and personnel. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $45.9 
million. We estimate it will require $3.8 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $1,169,000 in new authorization for replacing cargo 
doors in pier shed No. 2. This is the first of three increments for replacing 
existing 36-year-old cargo doors. Maintenance is costly and repair parts are 
unobtainable today. New modern-design doors will permit easy, speedy, and 
safe operations with maintenance and repair costs at a minimum. Plimination 
of emergency repairs, etc., to existing doors will save approximately $200,000 
per year. 

The Cuatrman. The next item is Charleston TC Depot, South 
Carolina. Operational facilities, $306,000. That is on page 41. 
Steel sheet bulkhead, and so on. Now, give us some idea about the 
cost of these. 

General Srruter. Sir, the first project is steel sheet bulkhead, which 
is required to prevent surrounding land from sluffing over the under- 

yater portion of the marine railway and making it inoperable. Also, 
to permit backfilling of surrounding land to an | elevation above mean 
high water, thereby reclaiming it for more satisfactory work area. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 
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(The justification is as follows :) 

Charleston Transportation Depot is located near Charleston, 8. C. This in- 
stallation is responsible for control of TC supply items in its own depot stock 
plus those stored at New Orleans Port of Embarkation. Distributes worldwide 
TC marine and railroad equipment. Storage point for supplies of other Govern- 
ment agencies and for industrial mobilization and mobilization reserve in ac- 
cordance with long-term plans. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $6.9 
million. We estimate it will require $1.1 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $306,000 in new authorization for a steel sheet 
bulkhead and backfill for bulkhead. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

(1) Steel sheet bulkhead at an estimated cost of $270,000. This project is 
required to prevent surrounding land from sluffing over the underwater portion 
of the marine railway and making it inoperable; and also to permit backfilling 
of surrounding land to an elevation above mean high water thereby reclaiming 
it for a more satisfactory work area. Elimination of this project will permit 
continued erosion of the area thereby requiring additional backfilling of work 
area, and dredging for the marine railway facilities. 

(2) Backfill for bulkhead at an estimated cost of $36,000 This item is 
required for stabilization of the proposed bulkhead. It is necessary to backfill 
behind the bulkhead slightly higher to provide drainage of surface water during 
rainy weather preventing a lake of water from forming behind the bulkhead. 
The combination of the two will eliminate sluffing of ground area into water, 
provide drainage of surface water, and bring ground level above high tide. 
This will produce a dry working area with no interruptions in vehicle traffic, 
fork life operations, and pedestrian traffic. It will also permit passage of land 
based fire-fighting apparatus to structures and to vessels in wet storage moored 
alongside the bulkhead and in the finger piers. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the next item is Fort Eustis, Va. Opera- 
tional facilities, troop housing, administration facility, and utilities, 
$3,039,000. That is on page 42. Now, let’s see. Telephone ex- 
change, communication center, training command headquarters, 2 
barracks, 326 men, EW barracks—enlisted women’s barracks. 

Yes, 93. Battalion mess. Battalion and administration supply 
building. Electric distribution system. Water distribution system. 
Now, let’s see. You have 13, 300 people, enlisted men there, 2.262 
civilians. You have already spent $48 million on it. And over the 
years you hope to run it up to $145,928,082. Without objection, the 
item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, let me ask a question about that. 

The Cuarmman. Yes, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. What kind of facilities are you housing those enlisted 
men there now ? 

General Suurer. Mr. Hardy, the situation on the enlisted men’s 
barracks is that we have an existing deficiency still at the post for 
authorization for permanent barracks of 3,900 spaces. These people 
are in the World War II mobilization type wood frame barracks, 
sir, which were actually built for 5 to 6 years’ life and they have 
lasted ever since World War II, but they are difficult to maintain and 
they are not in my opinion fit to put sol liers in, sir. 

The Cuairman. I will say to Mr. H: irdy—he wasn’t here as he had 
to go to another committee. I am sorry he wasn’t here when we 
opened up. But about $40 million of this Ar my breakdown is for the 
replacement of World War II barracks. Five years ago Congress 
adopted and this committee originated it to try to replace w ith perma- 
nent construction these old barracks. You will find this in a great 
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many items in the Army portion. That will take about 15 more years 
to round it out. This is what we are seeking to do in a gradual 
manner. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, can I make a statement—off the record, 
Sam—facetiously ? 

The CuHarrman. Yes. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Price. Mr, Chairman, may I ask a question here, being ap- 
plicable—Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ¢ 

The Cuamrman. The remarks of the gentleman from Ilinois—— 

Mr. Arenps. Off the record. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead, Mr. Price. 

Mr. Price. I would like to ask a question that would be applicable 
to everyone of these projects, and that is how far in the future do you 
project these estimated future authorizations ? 

General Suu.er. Are you inquiring as to how we get the money 
amount that we show ? 

Mr. Price. No, I am talking about—you have estimated future au- 
thorizations for the building up of a post. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. How far in the future do you project that? 

General Suuter. As the Chairman has stated, we have a 20-year 
plan which started in fiscal year 1954 to try to complete our perma- 
nent construction at our permanent installations for phase I of the 1- 
million-man Army. Now, since 4 years have passed, that would leave 
us about 16 years to spread this total amount over. If we have cer- 
tain budget restrictions, we may not be able to budget enough each 
year. Wemay miss the plan. But that is our plan. 

Mr. Price. It is besa on a permanent Army of about 1 million 
men. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. Phase I of the million-man Army. 

The Cuarrman. I will say to Mr. Price—off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask the gentleman a question 

The CrarrmMan. This is just about as low as it is going to be any 
time in the next 7, 8, or 10 years. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask the General a question now. 

The CuatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. When do you think you will get around to replacing 
some of those buildings at Fort Jackson? That is Fort Jackson. 

General Suver. Mr. Rivers, in answer to your question, we did 
have permanent construction in this program for Fort Jackson. It 
was deleted by the Bureau of the Budget in their last review before 
the program was submitted to the Congress, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I will try to dispose of what I have 
here in very short order. 

You have a 93-man enlisted women’s barracks. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I was a little bit bothered by that terminology. 
{ Laughter. | 

How do you do that ? 
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General Suvter. Sir, I probably will have to say that we have not 
adopted the term ‘ “women” as a measure of space in the barracks. 
That is the only answer I can give you, sir. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Harpy. You have distinguished, though, in your designation 
between EM and EW. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, are these enlisted women already on post? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; they are a part of the total enlisted 
strength, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are not planning to expand a WAC contingent at 
Eustis? 

General Suuter. Not that I have any knowledge of, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Does this estimated additional apacity of 6,144 
spaces—it looks like to me as I see it there—mean that at the present 
time you have a total of about 10,000 of these World War IT mobiliza- 
tion type barracks that you are planning to replace ? 

General Suuter. That is generally correct, sir. Eventually we 
would replace them when we finally got the permanent barracks 
om leted. 

1e CuarrMan. The policy is to replace them everywhere as soon 
as pal can get the money and as soon as they get the coverage. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the thing I want to find out, whether this 6,000 
that you show here as being required represents replacement only, 
or is that anything besides replacement ? 

General Suuter. No, sir, that is not to accommodate any future 
increase in strength, if that is what the Congressman is talking about. 
That is to take people out of the old wooden barracks and put them 
into permanent barracks as we can get them budgeted and constructed, 


sir. 
Mr. Harpy. No further questions. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


Fort Eustis is located near Newport News, Warwick County, Va. Its specific 
mission is organization and training of Transportation Corps units and in- 
dividuals of all categories, logistic support of the transportation school, the 
Transportation Research and Development Command and the satellite post of 
Fort Story, Va. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $48.5 
million. We estimate it will require $88.7 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $30 million in new authorization for nine projects 
individually justified as follows: 

(1) Telephone exchange, $176,000.—This will provide a permanent telephone 
exchange to accommodate the current requirement of 3,600 lines, with capability 
of expansion to 4,200 lines for future needs. The existing exchange, established 
in a semipermanent building in 1953, can handle only 1,800 lines. Without a 
larger exchange there will be a decrease in efficiency due to overloaded condi- 
tions with no telephone service for many facilities programed for future con- 
struction. The existing facility will be demolished. 

(2) Communications center, $55,000—The post communications center is a 
member of the Army Command and Administrative Network and provides 
necessary close contact with Office Chief of Transportation, ports and overseas 
bases. The Fort Eustis cryptographic center is the only means, except for 
registered mail or courier, for receipt and dissemination of classified communi- 
cations. The facilities are occasionally used by Navy and others. It also 
serves Fort Story. Additional responsibilities will soon be placed on the center 
in relation to Transportation Training Command units, making additional space 
and better security control mandatory. The teletype operation and crypto- 
graphic center are presently in a semipermanent building but physically sepa- 
rated. Additional equipment cannot be installed to insure continuous operation 
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due to crowded conditions. Only a minimum security control can be maintained 
because of the building construction type. 

(3) Training Command Headquarters, $639,000.—A headquarters building is 
urgently needed to house the office of the commanding general and general 
staff agencies of the Transportation Training Command Headquarters. These 
offices are currently occupying 16 semipermanent buildings scattered throughout 
the post. This arrangement necessitates duplication of administrative effort, 
delay in staff coordination and a lesser degree of unit integrity. Present facili- 
ties will revert to their original design for use as barracks, unit administration, 
and support buildings. 

(4) T'wo enlisted men barracks, $1,329,000.—This will provide 652 permanent 
spaces of a requirement of 9,904. Six thousand and four permament spaces ex- 
ist. This item will replace semipermament buildings which are 15 years old 
with substantard heating and ventilation. Existing buildings will be demolished. 

(5) Enlisted women barracks with mess, $245,000.—93 permanent. spaces are 
required to provide housing facilities for WAC’s presently occupying crowded 
semipermanent barracks which do not afford sufficient privacy and are equip- 
ped with substandard heating and ventilation systems. Failure to get this 
facility will result in increasing maintenance costs and will adversely aftect dis- 
cipline, morale, and reenlistments. 

(6) Battalion mess, $309,000.—This item is required to support the barracks in 
this program. 

(7) Battalion administration and supply building, $200,000.—-This is required 
to provide space for administrative and supply operations in support of troops 
to be housed in the barracks requested. 

(8) Hlectrical distribution system, $31,000.—This item will provide a system 
capable of accommodating new construction underway and that proposed for 
the future. It will replace a portion of the present system which is sub- 
standard. 

(9) Water distribution system, $55,000.—This project is required to accom- 
modate the water demands necessitated by other facilities currently being con- 
structed and proposed future construction. The existing system meets the 
current demand but is not capable of handling additional demands. 


The Cuatrman. All right. Now, the next item is Oakland Army 
Base, Calif. Medical facilities, $602,000. That is on page C—45. 
Dispensary, $602,000, 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this supports a workload as fol- 
lows: ‘Tenant agencies satellited on this station, a total of 1,886 per- 
sons, a monthly average of 200 to 300 final type physical examina- 
tions for sep: irations from the service, and 2,500 per month for medi- 
cal processing prior to overseas shipment. 

In other words, they ship out to the Pacific from here. Retired 
military personnel and their dependents, ROTC—that is Reserve Offi- 
cers Training Corps personnel—and medical care for 4,181 civilians 
at nearby Government installations. 

This is a port of debarkation at Oakland, Calif., down on the 
waterfront. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Qakland Army Terminal is located at Oakland in Alameda County, Calif. 
This installation is responsible for movement of personnel and material within 
movement programs assigned by Commanding General, Pacific Transportation 
Terminal Command. Controls Army and Air personnel and cargo surface 
movement. Trains terminal personnel and processes civilians of Departments 
of the Army and Air Force, foreign nationals, and dependents. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $38.7 
million. We estimate it will require $28 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $602,000 in new authorization for a permanent 
dispensary with an 8-chair dental clinic. Existing facilities are in two temporary 
mobilization type structures built in 1948. It is no longer economicai to main- 
tain these buildings and they will be disposed of. 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. I would want an explanation of a figure. Why are 
you going to have to have 600 more interim enlisted people than 
you are going to have either ene or permanent ? 

General Snuuer. Mr. Hardy, I assume you are talking about No. 
2—interim. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

General SuHuter. Under the “other.” 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

General SHULER. Those, sir, are 1,200 stevedores and they should 
not have been included in this book. 

Mr. Harpy. I wasn’t talking about the other. That is 1,200 be- 
sides. I am talking about enlisted personnel. You got the 947. 
Your planned peacetime strength is 1,012. And you are proposing 
1,606 as interim. I just wonder how in the world you figure that? 

General Suuter. Sir, I will have to go back and explain the dates 
on which these figures are 

Mr. Harpy. Don’t bother about it. 

General Suuter. I will be very glad to do that. 

Mr. Harpy. I want to know how you plan an increase. Maybe 
we could have some general expression here as to why you plan an 
increase between now ‘and your permanent peacetime strength. There 
must be some reason for it. 

General Suuter. Sir, you will note that the total strength counting 
the employed civilians, excluding stevedores, is less in the interim 
than the present. It is true that the enlisted goes up and the civilian 
goes down. 

Mr. Harpy. Then you are going to substitute enlisted personnel 
for civilians? 

General Suvuter. No, sir. The interim strength is at the end. of 
fiscal year 1957. The present strength was a little over 1 year ago, 
as to date when it was taken. The interim actu: ally is a little closer 
to what is actually there now. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, actually the reason I raised the question was be- 
cause I wondered whether or not you were replacing civilian em- 
ployees with enlisted personnel and I wondered where the economy 
was. That was actually the reason why the question was raised. 

General Suuver. Sir, I will be glad to furnish for the record a 
rundown of exactly what these figures mean at this post and what 
happened to change those figures. I don’t precisely know it now. 

Mr. Harpy. The reason for the question is this. If that is the 
purpose, that is if that is the basis on which your interim has increased, 
that you are substituting enlisted personnel for civilians, then there 
is something wrong with our whole setup. If that isn’t the reason 
I would like to know. 

General Suuter. I would like to submit for the record what the 
reason is, Mr. Hardy, if that is all right with you, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

(Information for the record follows:) 








OAKLAND ARMY BASE STRENGTHS 


The reason for the differential between the present and interim strengths 
in EM and civilians at Oakland Army Base is as follows: The figures shown 
as “Present” were those as of the date of the form 1674 submission, March 1956. 


see 


pr te 
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The “Interim” strengths, higher in EM and lower in civilians, reflects the then 
planned transfer from Oakland Army Base to Fort Mason, Calif. of two head- 
quarters and operating activities, i. e., the U. 8S. Army Terminal Center, Bay 
Area and the United States Army Transportation Terminal Command Head- 
quarters. The former is an operating unit which operates the Fort Mason and 
Oakland Army Base terminals. The latter is a headquarters activity which 
coordinates and controls in an administrative and planning capacity all Pacific 
coast transportation terminals, both commercial or leased, and Army. These 


relocated units are largely civilian but do have a segment of military. The 
increase in military for interim, reflects the planned stationing at Oakland 
Army Base of a AAA battalion which would eventually be permanently deployed 
elsewhere. The relocation to Fort Mason is now completed. 

The Cuarrman. I may say in that connection that that is what is 
happening at certain bases in certain places. Now, yesterday we 
sent a letter to the Department with reference to some bakers being 
discharged at a base and they were using Army personnel to take the 
place of the bakers. They pointed out that the Army personnel cost 
on the average of $10,000 and the civilian being discharged was around 
$4,000. 

Now, members of the committee, there are some matters of impor- 
tance I want to call up. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the committee proceeded to further 
business. ) 


Hovuss or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, May 17, 1957 


(The committee convened at 9:30 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chair- 
man of the committee, presiding. ) 

The Cuarrman. Let’s come to order. 

Now, oan aie of the committee, this is a continuation of the hear- 
ing on H. R. 7130. 

When the eat recessed yesterday we were on page 4, line 6. 
Medical Corps. Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Colo., troop 
housing, 937,000. Now, that is on page— 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 48, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuaimman. 48 of our book. 

Now, this is Fitzsimons Army Hospital, Denver. 

General Sauter. This is at Fitzsimons Army Hospital, in Colo- 
rado,. That is 18 miles east of Denver. 

The Cnarrman. It has 

General Suuuer. No connection with Fort Carson, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where does it draw its patients from, if it is not 
for Camp Carson ¢ 

General Suvuter. Sir, it would take patients from all the surround- 
ing area, including Fort Carson if a patient were required to be sent 
to this type of a hospital, but it is not a part of Fort Carson, sir, 

The Cuatrman. Now, here is my idea with reference to activities 
out in that neighborhood. In view of the fact that we have placed 
the Air Force Academy at 

Mr. Keviener. Colorado Springs. 

General Suuter. Colorado Springs. 

The Cuatmman. Colorado Springs, yes. 

We don’t want to continue to build up too large military installa- 
tions in that area. We have the Air Force Academy and Camp 
Carson. So this has no relation to Camp Carson. 
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General Suuzer. No, sir. This is under the Surgeon General actu- 
ally and it takes in Air Force patients, too. It supports the Air 
Force, too. 

The Cuarrman. This is the hospital in which the President was 
hospitalized. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. This has historically been one of your large medical 
centers, hasn’t it? 

General Suuter. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. This is for nurses’ quarters ? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The Cuairman. What kind of facilities have you there today for 
nurses’ quarters ¢ 

General Suuter. The existing quarters that these nurses are having 
to use, Mr. Chairman, are mobilization-type wooden buildings which 
are deficient in living area, toilet and kitchen facilities, storage and 
closet space, and interior finish. They are in very bad condition, sir. 
The rooms that these nurses are living in are of the dimension of 
9 feet by 11 feet 6 inches, each have one single room. That is all we 
have to give them, sir. 

We feel that with our problem on keeping officer nurses in the 
Medical Corps, that we must give them better facilities, sir. They are 
entitled to it. 

The Cuarrman. This is a permanent-type building ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. Permanent. 

The CHarrman. And how many nurses have you to be housed in 
this proposed building ? 

Mr. Ke.ieuer. 120. 

General Suuter. This would house, sir, 120 nurses. 

The Cuamman. How many nurses have you there ? 

General Suuter. We have a requirement, sir, for 220 total spaces. 
So this would be all but 100 spaces, sir. 

The CHatrman. 120 nurses, 

General Suuter. All but 100 spaces; pardon me, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, how long have these facilities been out 
there ? 

General Sauter. This was established, sir, in 1918 as a permanent 
installation, sir. 

The Cuamman. How long have these quarters for the nurses been 
constructed ¢ 

General Suuter. I believe, sir, that these were constructed during 
World War II, of wood-frame temporary-type buildings, with 5- or 
6-year life expectancy and they are still standing, sir. Very costly 
to maintain. 

The Cuatrman, How much is the cost to maintain this building? 

yeneral SHuter. Sir 

The Cuarman. The annual cost? 

General Suuuer. Sir, this type of maintenance would cost a year, 
to keep it up to proper standard, about 17 cents a square foot, sir; 
which is quite expensive. 

The CuarrMan. 17 cents a square foot. 

General Suuter. About 17 cents a square foot, sir. 

The CHarrman. Well, of course, we are all anxious to see that the 
nurses have suitable quarters. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, I think it is essential that it be done. 
For many years, there was nothing done like this at these hospitals, 
I believe you started last year or the year before, putting in adequate 
nurses’ quarters. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. At some of the general hospitals. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. It is just something that you can’t keep from. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I want to bring up this question in view of 
the fact we are discussing hospitals. When we had up the item with 
reference to Fort Lee, it appeared that the Department was asking 
to build a new hospital costing $3 million. When I studied the book 
in the first instance, I was somewhat doubtful whether we should 
take it in a piecemeal fashion and without a firm program with refer- 
ence to hospitalization. 

Yesterday when we took testimony on this hospital, the General 
stated that he had submitted to the budget a request for some 4 hos- 
pitals at permanent installations, and that the budget had rejected 
3 of them, for some reason, and no doubt good reasons, And the facts 
do warrant a hospital at Fort Lee, and the committee let this item 
stay in. What is worrying me is whether or not we should do it in 
piecemeal fashion. 

Why wouldn’t it be the wise thing for the Department to send into 
the budget and bring to our attention a hospital program just like you 
did with reference to the barracks and officers quarters, and just like 
you are doing now with reference to the nurses quarters, and deal with 
it on a rounded-out basis, instead of just picking out this one and that 
one, 

What is your reaction on that, General ? 

General Suuter. Well, Mr. Chairman, if we select a reasonable 
period of time over which to carry out that program, I think that 
would be a fine idea, sir. 

The CuHamrman. Well now, for instance, yesterday when it was 
developed in here that next year you are going to come in here and 
ask for about $5 million more to carry out the hospital authorized 
at Camp Jackson, and this year you are coming in with Fort Lee 
next year no doubt you have those three that the budget rejected. 

Now, why can’t we just have you come in here with all of these 
hospitals where you think the requirements are so urgent that they 
should be replaced with permanent construction instead of temporary 
construction and deal with them all at one time? 

General Suuter. I think that would be fine, sir, except for one thing 
I would like to have the committee understand: We must get a great 
number of very important things into our request. 

The Cuarrman. What is more important than hospitals? 

General Suuuer. Sir, I am not saying there is anything more im- 
portant than hospitals, but I am saying there are a number of things 
equally important such as the Nike defense, and things like that. 

All I am trying to say, Mr. Chairman, is that if we try to put too 
much in our budget and there is a ceiling on our budget then there 
would be a disproportionate amount of money going to hospitals in 
any one year. 
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The Cuaimman. I understand, but you at least could start the 
program. Now, it is going to take you about 15 years to finish re- 
placing the enlisted men’s barracks ¢ 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaman. That is a long program. And each year we add 
to it. 

After awhile it will all be permanent construction. Now, why 

‘ant we adopt the same kind of policy with reference to hospitals ? 

General Suuter. We could. 

The Cuarrman. Now, we all know that in everyone of these per- 
manent forts you need better hospital facilities. The way you are 
doing it now, you are just coming in with one at a time. Let’s sort 
of deal with it all in a group. 

Now, this year you are coming in here with Fort Lee. Next year, 
from your testimony, you are going to ask for $5 million more down 
at Jackson. I know you made the request for three more that the 
budget turned you down on. 

Why shouldn’t all those be dealt with in your program and in your 
request and give it high priority ¢ 

General SuHuter. Yes. 

The Cuatrrman. Of course, it is just as important to have those 
hospital facilities as s it is to have spur tracks and to have the conver- 
sion from coal to ga 

Why can’t we give Spéderity to barracks, nurses’ quarters, Nike sites, 
and hospitals ? 

General Suuter. Sir, if can put this on the same type of a program 
as the barracks, I will certainly agree with it. If we can put it over 
a reasonable period of time, that is. 

The Cuatrman. We don’t want to have it said—what we are doing 
is picking them out. We are just picking out. You asked for four, 
and they said, “Well, you can have one.” Of course, you need this 
improvement down there. You need a permanent hospital at Fort 
Lee. But you need them at those other three places, too. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s deal with it in that kind of fashion. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, I will be glad to do that. 

The Cuatrman. I will be glad to have an expression from the com- 
mittee in reference to that. Because I do think we are on sound 
grounds if we come in with a fixed permanent program, worked out, 
for hospitals for these bases, and not coming in here and dealing with 
them one by one. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the Surgeon 
General on that before I make wp my mind. 

General Suuxer. I can express the feeling of the Surgeon Gen- 

eral, sir. I know how many total hospitals we have to finally build 
in the total program. I know about what the total cost would be. 
If the committee would like to know that now I can tell you. 

The Cuarean. I think we ought to reach a policy decision with 
reference to whether we are going to pick them up one by one or 
one or two at a session and just develop along that way, or try to 
deal with it in a package. 

General Suuter. The only danger I want to point out, sir, is if this 
committee authorizes a large number of hospitals and we are unable 
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then to get the money to build them—I do not mean from the Con- 
gress. I mean to actually get the money to build them in an execution 
program. Then they remain year after year as authorization, just 
sitting on the shelf. 

I hope that doesn’t happen, sir. 

Mr. Tinie. The Surgeon General 

General Suvuter. So I plead that not too many be put in any one 
yearly program. 

The Cuairman. That is entirely up to you and it is up to the Depart- 
ment. But I do think you ought to at least have 4 or 5 in a program. 
At how many permanent installations do you need them ? 

General SHuter. Sir, we need a total of about 25 counting all we 
are talking about here. 

The Cuatrman. Then, do it over a period of about 5 years, and build 
about 5 each year—authorize about 5 hospitals each year. Just like we 
are doing in the barracks. 

General Suuter. The only thing I say, sir, is if it were just up to 
the Department, I wouldn’t have made the statement that I have 
previously made. It is possible that the Bureau of the Budget may 
not let us have the money, sir, to execute all these, which would make 
a bad condition if we had this authorization year after year, and were 
unable to do such a large number in any one year, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Because it would increase your unfunded obligations ? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, what the General is trying to tell us is this. 
They give him an amount of money, and say, “You just cut your 
garment to fit it.” 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Even before you come to Congress. After you go 


through the authorization, and the appropriation and when you get 
the money. 


General Suter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. They say, “Now, you have to live with this, and you 
just got to do the best you can.” 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. So we might have to defer 
2 or 3 of these items. 

Mr. Rivers. I appreciate that. Unless we be insistent, we will run 
into the same thing we are running into now. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I honestly think there are many, many things in this 
bill that the General would like to have more of. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cxarrman. I know from what the General said yesterday, the 
Department submitted three other hospitals; isn’t that correct ? 

General Suvuter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. Now off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

The Crairman. The thought is running through my mind whether 
we should approve—which we did yesterday—whether we should 
rescind our action and disapprove the hospital and require the De- 
partment to work out a hospital program. Now next year probably 
we will have one more hospital. 

Mr. Durnam. What type of structure at the present time is at the 
military academy, General? Is it a permanent structure ? 
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General Suuter. Sir, that is an old permanent hospital which we 
must convert into a barracks as soon as we are able to build a new 
hospital. 

Mr. Duruam. Would you mind telling us—you can leave it off the 
record e you want—how many the Surgeon General approved for 
this yea 

Genet ‘al Suuwer. He approved four in this program. 

The Cuarrman. And, Mr. Durham, the budget disapproved three 
of them and just picked this one. That is the way they are going to 
do it all the time. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Reece. 

Mr. Reece. I am asking now with reference to the policy of the 
committee, does the committee ever have representatives of the 
Budget Bureau before the committee to explain the reasons why they 
take ‘these positions and give us an opportunity 

The CratrmMan. No; we listen to the witness and if he makes a 
good case, we go along and if he doesn’t, we do what we think ought 
to be done, irrespective of the budget. We write into this bill what 
we think we should do from the facts. While we have high regard 
for the budget, we have a responsibility to the country, and if our 
views do not coincide with the budget, we do what the majority 
thinks is the proper thing to do. 

Mr. Reece. I think the chairman is entirely justified. 

The Cuarrman. In this bill we will run counter to the recommenda- 
tions, no doubt, to the budget and we will do what the facts warrant 
to be done. 

Mr. Duruam. General, will you tell us how many beds you have 
at the present time in your troop strength ? 

General Suuter. The total Army troop strength, sir ? 

Mr. Duruam. No; your total beds, hospital beds ? 

General Suuter. In the total Army, sir? 

Mr. Duruam. Yes; in the Army. 

General Suuxter. Colonel Adams, do you have that ? 

Mr. Duruam. Seeing how that compares with civilian beds per 
capita. 

General Suuter. The number of hospital beds which we are oper- 
ating now in the continental United States is 16,330, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. 16,330. 

General Suuter. Operating beds in the continental United States. 

Mr. Dvruam. Now what is the troop strength in the continental 
United States? Do you want to leave this off the record or you want 
1o-—— 

General Suuter. I would like to state that off the record, sir. I 
can state it for you. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Duruam. You have one hospital bed for how many personnel ? 

General Suuter. Of course, these take care also, sir, of dependents, 
retired personnel, and some Air Force and Navy. You can’t just 
divide that figure out. But if we just divided it out 

Mr. Duruam. Certainly you have to build your hospital bed 
strength on the basis of your troop strength and other personnel that 
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you serve. Any civilian program is based on that. All civilian pro- 
grams are based on that. 

General Suuter. Yes. 

Mr. Domwas. You have one bed for 2,000, or one bed for 3,000, or 
what have you! 

General Suuter. I believe, Mr. Chairman, with the permission of 
the committee, I had better furnish this for the record, because I 
think the Surgeon General should figure it all out and place it in the 
record in answer to the question. 

The Cuatrman. I think it would be wise to have the Surgeon Gen- 

eral to come before we finally act. Of course, we have already ap- 
wreved the hospital at Fort Lee. But I don’t know whether we 
should hold it up and try to have a program or take it piecemeal, like 
you are starting today. 

Mr. Kirpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kivpay. I think the general has outlined a very practical sit- 
uation that confronts the military departments. He is under pres- 
sure here not to have a lot of unfunded authorizations and still he has 
the practical situation of not being able to get through the Bureau 
of the Budget. 

So he can never reach the point where he can come up here and 

request the money to fund those things authorized. And this, I am 
sure, from previous experience, is particularly true of hospitals. 

General Suuter. Y es, Sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. There is some allergy in the Bureau of the Budget to 
hospitals. I was just wondering if we couldn't approve the Fort Lee 
Hospital and then let a subcommittee hold some hearings with the 
Surgeons General of all of the services and perhaps not by legislation, 
but as background for the next public works bill, and to try to over- 
come some of this allergy over there— 

The CuarrMan. I think that is a good suggestion. 

Mr. Kitpay. Sort of formulate it in a special hearing where there 
would be time to do it. 

General SuHuuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And our views become known over the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. General, did I hear you to say you wanted a new hospi- 
tal or expanded facility at Fort Devens? 

General Suuxer. A new hospital, permanent hospital. 

Mr. Bares. You are familiar with the Murphy General Hospital 
up there and the controversy raging concerning that 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Now as I recall when the information came to us from 
the Department of the Army, the reason cited for the lack of need for 
the Murphy General Hospital was the availability of the facilities at 
Camp Devens as well as at Chelsea Naval Hospital. Now do I under- 
stand you have to build a facility or you want to build a facility at 
Fort Devens? How can it be available for Murphy General Hospital 
patients if you dont have enough room now and need a new hospital ? 
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Genera] Suuter. Sir, the availability of beds for patients does 
not necessarily mean that those beds and facilities are the type of 
facilities we would like to have. We have beds available at Fort Lee, 
too, but they are so spread out and in such old buildings and such 
an inefficient operation that we would like to make it better by build- 
ing a new hospital. 

And we would like to make the hospital at Fort Devens a permanent 
new hospital in lieu of what is there now. 

Mr. Bares. I don’t think you got the significance of what I had to 
to say. 

Ceaieat Suuter. It would still support the patients that wouldn’t 
go to the subject hospital at—— 

Mr. Bares. If you closed Murphy General Hospital today, do you 
have facilities at this time to take care of them at Fort Devens? 

General Suuter. Fort Devens and other places; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. What are the other places? It doesn’t look to me as 
though you have much space available at Fort Devens if you are 
going to build a new hospital and need a new hospital there. 

General Suter. Sir, we have a frame mobilization type hospital 
at, Fort Devens which we would like to replace with a better facility. 
That is all we are asking. We are not necessarily augmenting the 
number of beds there nor decreasing the number of beds. 

Mr. Bares. What are you going to do with the present hospital / 
Are you going to tear it down ? 

General Suuter. We would possibly tear it down or possibly hold 
it for mobilization purposes. 

Mr. Bares. Isn’t that the same argument that is used for Murphy 
General, that it is inadequate somewhat and not modern ? 

General Suuter. We think it is very uneconomical to operate it, 
sir, and our position has been we would like to close it. But we have 
kept it open because the law has been passed that told us to keep it 
open. We have kept it open for 2 years under that concept. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, I think there is a 
great deal of logic in what Mr. Kilday said. So if it is satisfactory, 
we will let Camp Lee Hospital stand and we will refer the hospital 
program inquiry to Mr. Kilday’s subcommittee. 

Mr. Kitpay. I didn’t mean that. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAamman. Well, we have to have—I do hope the subcom- 
mittee will go into it fully and try to reach a decision as to whether or 
not they should be dealt with piecemeal or whether they should be 
dealt with in somewhat of a package. At least, let the Budget know 
and the department know that we are keenly concerned in providing 
better hospital facilities for the personnel. 

General Strroter. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. With that understanding, now we will turn to 
Walter Reed. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the general a question ? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. General, assuming that an authorization is made 
by this committee and money is appropriated by the Appropriations 
Committee, has the Bureau of the Budget ever refused that money to 
the Department of the Army for construction of a specific item? 

The Cuamman. Oh, that happens every day. 
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Mr. Rivers. Every day. Every day they do that. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. All right. 

The Cuamman. I will give you some information on that before 
we get through with the bill now. 

The Caarmman. Walter Reed Medical Center, Washington, D. C.: 
Utilities, $1,920,000. 

Now that is for substation and a distribution system. What is the 
situation with reference to the one you have there now ¢ 

General Suuuer. Mr. Chairman, the one we have there now is en- 
tirely inadequate to provide the power, the electricity, for Walter 
Reed, to include that needed for the air-conditioning project which 
was authorized last year. That will be a further large power load. 

The Cuareman. All right. Then the committee can understand 
each service has a medical center. The medical center for the Army 
is Walter Reed. The medical center for the Navy is Bethesda. 
And the medical center for the Air Force is Brooks, Tex., is that 
correct, Mr. Kelleher ¢ 

Mr. Ketizener. I don’t think that Brooks is so considered. 

Mr. Kitpay. No; it is the School of Aviation Medicine. 

Mr. Keritener. The Air Force doesn’t have one similar to either 
Bethesda or Walter Reed. 

Mr. Kutpay. I think in due course they will. [Laughter.] 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, the next item 
is Field Forces Facilities (First Army Area), Fort Devens, Mass. 
Now I have some comments to make about this one. Operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, troop hous- 
ing, and utilities, $6,866,000. 

General Suuter. The first station is Fort Devens, located 35 miles 
west of Boston, Mass., in Middlesex and Worchester Counties. This 
installation is responsible for the command, training and operations, 
and to provide administrative and logistical support for class I and 
class II units and activities assigned or attached to Fort Devens and 
for its subinstallation, Camp Wellfleet. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$46.2 million. We estimate it will require $75 million authorization 
in the future to complete the permanent _— required to support the 
mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $6.9 million in new 
authorization for 12 projects at this station. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Two runways and 2 runup areas (RW) at an estimated cost of 
$55,000, are needed to accommodate the 22 aircraft of light helicopter 
company which is equipped with 20 light cargo and 2 reconnaissance 
helicopters. The existing fixed-wing runways and taxiways are un- 
suitable for the operations of cargo helicopters. Existing facilities 
cannot be used jointly by rotary-wing and fixed-wing aircraft without 
creating a hazardous air traffic condition which must be constantly 
controlled to avoid collision. Continued use of present facilities will 
keep the collision factor high and will quicken deterioration of exist- 
ing overloaded runways. 

Taxiways at an estimated cost of $154,000 are required to connect 
the proposed helicopter runways with the parking and maintenance 
areas. They will provide a continued flow of traffic, prevent potential 
collision while taxiing and allow pilots to leave landing area immedi- 
ately upon landing. The existing runways and taxiways used by 
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both rotary-wing and fixed-wing aircraft were constructed in 1941 of 
6 inches of soil cement base and surface treatment. Continued de- 
terioration due to overloaded condition, and as a result of severe 
winters has further decreased the load capacity. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (RW) at an estimated cost of 
$128,000 are required to provide smooth, load-bearing, all-weather 
aprons for aircraft access to the hangar in this program, Washing 
facilities are needed to clean the 22 aircraft i in a light cargo helicopter 
company and a treatment plant is needed to process affluent from the 
washing area so as to prevent stream pollution. 

Aircraft parking aprons (RW) at an estimated cost of $110,000 are 
required to provide smooth, load-bearing, all-weather par king aprons 
with tiedown anchors needed for efficient cargo helicopter operations. 
Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to prevent dirt and 
gravel from damaging aircraft engines. With the addition of a light 
helicopter company having 20 light cargo and 2 reconnaissance heli- 
copters, considerable interference with the fixed-wing operations will 
develop unless the proposed separate facilities are provided for helli- 
copter operations. 

Maligbet: lighting at an estimated cost of $55,000 is required for 
night helicopter operations. With the addition of a light helicopter 
company having 20 light cargo and 2 reconnaissance helic opters, this 
facility is urgently needed. Present lighting facilities are inadequate 
and will not illuminate the proposed ‘heliport. Accomplishment of 
project will prevent the mixing of fixed-wing and rotary-wing air- 
craft during night operations with increased ‘safety and efficiency. 

Hangar with “shops (RW) at an estimated cost of $411,000 is re- 
quired ‘to provide maintenance facilities for the light helicopter hav- 
ing 20 light cargo and 2 reconnaissance helicopters to be stationed 
at this installation. The lack of hangar with shops will prevent con- 
tinuous, effective, and efficient aircraft maintenance. 

Motor repair shop at an estimated cost of $87,000 is required to 
provide facilities for performing motor ne: Ee e work which is 
now being accomplished in World War I and World War II mobili- 
zation-type buildings, temporary warehouse space, and unheated 
stables which are inadequate for the assigned mission. 

Battalion headquarters building at an estimated cost of $50,000 is 
needed to provide portion of administrative 1 requirements for troops 
which will be quartered in the new permanent-type EM barracks 
recently built. If proposed item is provided, the existing outmoded 
building will be used at increased maintenance and repair costs, 

Four enlisted-men barracks without mess at an estimated cost of 
$2,666,000 is required to provide permanent housing for 1,304 men. 
The need is now being met by housing troops in temporary barracks 
built in 1941 which are in poor condition and are substands ard to cur- 
rent housing policy. Existing barracks require an expenditure of 
$30,000 each to bring them up to improved standards. Existing per- 
manent barrack spaces are 2,020 out of a total requirement of 13,413. 

Two battalion messes at an estimated cost of $675,000 are needed to 
support barracks in this program. 

Two battalion administration and supply buildings at an estimated 
cost of $458,000 are required to support barracks in this program. 

Gas transmission main and distribution system at an estimated 
cost of $2,007,000 are requested. It is estimated the proposed project 


\ 





1579 


will effect a savings in fuel and labor costs of approximately $689,000 
per year for 3 years due to an exceptional development rate of 
30.05329 per therm. At the present, coal is being used for space 
heating and water heating; propane gas is used for majority of cook- 
ing and water heating in quarters. 

he CHAIRMAN. Now, turn to page 53. Where is the conversion, 
Mr. Kelleher? Isn’t that in this item ¢ 

Mr. Keiiener. That is the second page, on page 54, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman,. Fifty-four. 

Mr. Ketiener. The last line. 

The Cuairman. All right. Now, the one I am disturbed about is 
the gas transmission main distribution center. Now I don’t think we 
should approve that. It simply means that we are getting away from 
the use of coal and going to gas at this place. It will cost $2 million 
to scrap the present heating system and put in a new system by using 
gas. 

Now, we all know what the condition of the coal industry is. I 
think we will be warranted in letting them continue to use coal instead 
of using gas. 

So I want to move to strike out $2,007,000. 

Mr. Bares. In other words, Mr. Chairman, you want to help a 
distressed area. That is your point! 

The Cuamman. No. My point is to use commonsense and go along 
in a general way and try to help everybody without hurting anybody. 

Mr. Bares. You want to help the distressed coal area. That is 
what you are saying ? 

The CHarman. No. 

Mr. Bares. That is your point. 

The Cuarman. No;I don’t say that. Iam not going to change my 
statement. My words stand as they fell from my lips. 

Mr. Bares. That is the only way I interpret it. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. I want to hear Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, representing a coal district in 
Pennsylvania, [ want to thank the chairman about it. 

The Cuamman. Of course, it is sound. You can’t penalize other 
sections. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman, a further consideration, if I may be per- 
mitted to interject. As 1 understand, they do not have adequate trans- 
mission facilities for gas to supply the entire requirements that might 
be set up in the East and, at the same time, meet the requirements along 
or in the areas through which the transmission line runs. At every 
instance when additional application is made for additional gas in the 
areas from the Southwest to the East is made, it is opposed by the 
people in the East because it is going to restrict their usage of gas up 
there. 

So they have a tug of war going on between the East and the Mid- 
south, so to speak, in ‘that respect, for g gas, itself. 

We are restricted in east Tennessee, although east Tennessee is a 
coal-producing area. Which I think is a consideration, itself, that 
enters into it. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Duruam. General, how old is this plant? There comes a time 
when you have to replace coal plants. 

General Suuter. Sir, I don’t believe that is a consideration. We 
could contimue to operate the present plant. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

General Suuter. It is just a matter of saving money. 

Mr. Duruam. I didn’t ask you that. I asked you how old it was. 
I can make my own deduction as to when it has to be replaced. 

General Suuter. Sir, I know that Fort Devens was initially occu- 
nied in 1917. I can’t say that this is the original plant. I do not 

ow the answer to your question. But I will determine it and 
furnish it to you. I just don’t happen to know how old this plant is. 

Mr. DurHam. You ought to have a little more detailed information 
onit. You may be spending $50,000 a year there to replace parts in an 
old plant like that. After all, I don’t know whether the chairman has 
converted to oil or not, but many of us have for convenience. 

The CuHarrman. Yes; I use gas and use oil and use wood and use 
coal. I don’t want to penalize anyone, to drive it completely out of 
existence. 

General Suuter. I am informed, Mr. Durham, that this plant, 
most of it, was built in 1942. 

Mr. Duruam. 1942. 

General Suuter. Individual heating systems. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, they are ordinarily good for about 12 or 15 
years. 

General Suuter. Of course, they have had some maintenance on 
them, but I don’t know exactly what 

Mr. Durnam. You are pretty close to the end of the road on the 
total investment. You have to do something sooner or later. 

The CHarrMan. It will last a good many more years, will it not? 

General Suuter. I think it can be used another year, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I move to strike out $2,007,000. Without 
objection, $2,007,000 is stricken out. 

Mr. Bares. With reservations. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. I object. 

The Cuarrman. Two objections. The majority moves to strike 
it out. 

I think the other items in the program at Devens are warranted 
and justified from my examination. Any questions from any mem- 
bers of the committee on the other items? 

(No response.) 

The Cuatrman. Now that is a reduction of that. That is a re- 
duction of $2,007,000. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cratrman. Fort Dix 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, now that we have stricken that out, 
General, how long will the present plant last? And when will it 
be necessary for us to put in a new plant? 

General Suuter. Mr. Bates, speaking as an engineer, the present 
plant can be made to last a long time if we just keep it going. We 
would have to put some money into it, but it can be made to last a 
long time. 
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Mr. Van Zanpvt. You don’t have to renew the plant, All you 
have to do is install gas burners in the existing plant. 

Tne Cuaran. All right. 

Now, questions by any members about any items of the bill, in 
that section ? 

Mr. Van Zant. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHamman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, heliport lighting ; just for my own 
information, can you describe what type of lighting is provided 
for heliport? 

General Suuter. Sir, as you know, a heliport is much smaller 
than an airport. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes. 

General Suter. And when you land at night you have to have 
sufficient lighting to see the runway, and so forth. It is somewhat 
similar to the peripheral lighting you see around an airfield. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In other words, it is just a floodlighting prop- 
osition ¢ 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; it conforms to CAA requirement for 
night landings, and night takeoffs, with the rotary-wing aircraft. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. All right. 

The CuHarrman. All right, the next item is Fort Dix, N. J. 
Maintenance facilities, $303,000. Why can’t we pass over for the 
time being these three motor-repair shops? Why are they so necessary 
for the maintenance of this plant which we have spent $76,630,000 
on ¢ 

yeneral Suuuter. Mr. Chairman, this project is required to provide 
facilities for repair and scheduled maintenance of 662 general trans- 
port administrative vehicles. The facilities currently being utilized 
for this operation are located in widely dispersed temporary buildings 
located approximately 1 mile from the motor park. Elimination of 
this project will necessitate continued use of existing shop facilities, 
with the attendant inefficient operation as a result of their dispersal. 

The Caarrman. Well 

General Suutxr. In other words, we are getting by, but we are not 
operating efficiently. This is a buildup of our permanent plant at a 
permanent station. They are entitled, we feel, sir, to decent facilities. 
These World War IT buildings can’t last forever. 

The CruarrMan. Can you operate more efficiently if you have these 
three motor-repair shops? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; without a doubt. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

(The full justification is as follows :) 

Fort Dix is located near Trenton, N. J., in Burlington and Ocean 
Counties. 

This installation is responsible for the command and staff super- 
vision over all activities and units assigned or attached to Fort Dix. 
To conduct basic training of male enlistees and inductees. To train 
certain specialists required by the Army. To provide administrative 
and logistical support for other units, activities and installations as 
selected. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $76.6 million. We estimate it will require $54.4 million authoriza- 
tion in the future to complete the permanent plant required to support 
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the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $303,000 in new 
authorization for 3 motor-repair shops required to provide facilities 
for repair and scheduled maintenance of 662 general transport ad- 
ministrative vehicles. The facilities currently being utilized for this 
operation are located in. widely dispersed temporary buildings located 
approximately a mile from the motor park. Requested facilities will 
be erected in existing motor pool. This area is ideally located to 
support permanent barracks of sufficient number to house a regi- 
mental-sized unit. Centralization of facilities will reduce operating 
costs and improve the efficiency of operation. 

The Cuamman. Now, the next item is the Second Army area. A. P. 
Hill Military Reservation, Va. 

Troop housing, $153,000. That is a continuation of our program 
that we have adopted. I certainly hope we will adopt the same kind 
of program with reference to the hospitals after Mr. Kilday and his 
subcommittee has made inquiry. 

General Suuter. Camp A. P. Hill is located near Fredericksburg, 
Va. This installation serves as a maneuver and training area for 
Active Army and Reserve units. Provides command, operations, 
training, administration, security, supply, and other services. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$4.2 million. We estimate it will require $164,000 authorization in 
the future to complete the ney eeentens to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $153,000 in new authorization 
for construction of a semiperm: inent 80-man barracks with mess to 
replace and combine barracks, administrative and mess facilities for 
station echelon. Present facilities are housed separately in tempo- 
rary, single-story frame structures many of which were built by the 
Civilian Conservation Corps and moved to present location prior to 
and during period 1940-42. Five will be demolished to permit con- 
struction of proposed facility. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, itis approved. Fort Knox, Ky. 

Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, storage facilities, and 
utilities, $4,205,000. That is on page 60. Now, let’s see what that is 
for. Aircraft accessory apron facilities, hangar shops, medium tank 
shops, general purpose vehicle shops, two warehouse ordnance areas, 
extension of roads and facilities, ordnance shops, and highway inter- 
change. 

Any questions from any members of the committee? 

(No response. ) 

The CuarmmaNn. Tell us about this medium tank shop that will cost 
$1,300,000. 

General Suuter. The cost of that is $1,343,000. We need a total, 
sir, of 67 working bays to maintain the complement of track- laying 
type vehicles required for training requirements of the armor center. 
This is the armor center of the Army. 

Existing shop has 35 bays, which makes us short 32 bays we need. 
The construction of this facility will permit concentration of this one 
type of specialized repair work in one centralized operation, with space 
and equipment to permit well-organized and efficient operation. 

This requirement is based on the number of track-laying type 
vehicles normally assigned to this armor center, sir. 

We feel that we can save—— 

The Cuarrman. Of course 
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General Suuxer. May I tell the chairman what savings we have 
figured on, on this? ‘ 

The Cuatrman. Of course, Fort Knox is one of our most important 
bases or forts. It has 32,000 enlisted men, 107,000 acres of ground, 
and we have already spent $112 millon. When we finish this, it will 
cost $314 million. And all of this is an orderly program to bring 
about efficiency and better operation of the fort. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; we will save man-hours. We will save— 
we will increase the life of these vehicles. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Dorie. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Doyie. General, I note on this page—and the same statement 
occurs in many places—onetime cost for easement. 

General Suter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dorie. What generally is the type of easement that you refer 
to in those notations? I notice here $104,000. 

General Suvuter. It is usually —— 

Mr. Doyue. I noticed one for as little as $350. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, it is usually a road, that is an easement 
to construct a road across someone’s property when we do not acquire 
the property in fee title, or a right to use the property—a perpetual 
easement or something of that type, rather than purchase the prop- 
erty, sir. 

Mr. Doyiz. Now, may I ask another question on that? There are 
many estimates for future authorization. Do these easements that 
you identify here anticipate the future authorization ¢ 

In other words, when you get your easement, do you get it antici- 
pating future increase in acreage or not / 

General Suuter. No, sir; the only time you see an easement listed 
as you have cited, sir, is when it is a one-time payment easement. If 
we pay rental on land each year, then it does not appear in this 
column. There are a few cases of that, where we pay rental. 

Mr. Dorin. And as you acquire more acreage you will have to get 
further easements ¢ 

General Suuter. If we did, sir. I don’t know of any case in this 
year’s program where we are expanding an easement. 

Fort Knox is located near Louisville, Ky. This installation is 
principally engaged in armored training. Also provides logistical 
assistance and protection of the United States gold depository. Serves 
as an Army Reserve and summer training center. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $112 million. We estimate it will require $175.2 million author- 
ization in the future to complete the permanent plant required to 
support the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $4.2 
million in new authorization for 7 projects as follows: 

(1) Aircraft access aprons and facilities, $69,000: The existing 
apron will be extended to allow helicopters to use hangar and wash- 
ing area. Additional washing facilities are required to service a light 
cargo helicopter company consisting of 22 aircraft. The existing 
washing facilities meet only minimum requirements for light aircraft. 
A treatment plant will be provided to process effluent from all washing 
areas so as to prevent stream pollution. 
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(2) Hangar with shops (RW), $349,000: This item will provide 
hangar and shops for maintenance of 22 aircraft in the light cargo 
helicopter company to be assigned here. Existing facilities will sup- 
port presently assigned light aviation units only. Deferment of this 
project will delay assignment of this company and likewise the train- 
ing program which will afford experience as to capabilities of this 
type unit in support of armored units. 

(3) Medium tank shop, $1,343,000: This item will fulfill require- 
ment of 67 working bays needed to maintain track-laying type vehicles 
which are used in connection with armored training. ‘The existing 
shop has 35 bays and the addition of 32 will permit concentration 
of this specialized repair work in 1 centralized operation resulting 
in a more efficient organization. Because of lack of repair space there 
has been a backlog of vehicles awaiting repair resulting in a notice- 
able reduction in the effectiveness of the training program. 

(4) General-purpose vehicle shops, $1,059,000: This building is 
required to enable performance of ordnance repair work in one area, 
adjacent to tactical organizations being supported, thereby allowing 
space being utilized now to revert to its original intended purpose of 
housing Second Army field maintenance activities. The present 
facilities are located approximately 3 miles from the Ordnance Center 
which means that vehicles in need of repair have to be moved across 
station from location of using organizations. 

(5) Two warehouses, Ordnance area, $391,000: This item will pro- 
vide permanent more accessible warehouse facilities for Ordnance 
activities. Present facilities consist of a converted shop building and 
10 semipermanent, cantonment-type buildings located 3 miles from 
the Ordnance area. If this item is provided the shop building will 
revert to that purpose and semipermanent buildings will be salvaged. 

(6) Extension of roads and utilities, $885,000: This item will pro- 
vide utility services and miscellaneous facilities for normal operation 
of the Ordnance area being developed. A gasoline station, gate 
house, wash rack, and security fence are necessary to serve this area 
along with sanitary and storm sewers, water service, and roads and 
parking. This item is in support of the last three items mentioned 
and without it they would be inoperable. 

(7) Highway interchange, $109,000: This item will provide for 
two underpasses, paving, and grading and drainage in support of a 
mars to widen U. S. 31W from Tip Top through Fort Knox to 

‘lizabethtown being undertaken by the Kentucky State highway 
department. The interchanges will be at Chaffee Avenue and Bullion 
Boulevard and are a part of the master plan with an estimated cost 
of approximatel $750,000. Proposed method provides the same 
facilities for a Government cost. of $109,000. This will relieve con- 
gested conditions and eliminate grade crossings. It will serve traffic 
to and from the station and the 3,028 families who will occupy quar- 
ters across the highway from station activities. If this item is not 
provided, grade crossings cannot be eliminated and cost of providing 
same facilities in the future would more than double. 

The Cuamrman. Without objection, it is approved. The next item 
is Fort George Meade. Administrative facilities, troop housing, and 
community facilities, $2,652,000. This fort is named for the distin- 
guished American general that General Montgomery made some com- 
ments about, is it not, General ? 
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Mr. Van Zanpr. He didn’t talk about Meade, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanor. There is an item in here that I am concerned 
about—fire and rescue station, Army air facility. ' 

Does that mean that you are setting up an organization similar to 
what the Air Force has in fire and rescue ? 

General Suuuer. Sir, the flight regulations require some facilit 
of that type. This is a very small one, and will only have to do wit 
Army aviation at this station. We need something to take care of 
a crippled plane coming in, in the interest of safety. As you will 
notice, sir, this is fairly small. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is this for the immediate vicinity of Meade? 

General Suvuuer. Oh, yes, sir; for the immediate vicinity. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. This is to tie in with the air-sea rescue work? 

General Suuter. Not at all. Nothing to do with it. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Okay. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. If the gentleman will yield? 

Mr. Van Zanovrt. Yes. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. They are moving the airstrip from Meade. I think 
that is the reason. 

General Suuter. Fort George Meade is located 18 miles south of 
Baltimore, Md. This installation serves as headquarters for the Sec- 
ond Army; provides for the command operations, training adminis- 
tration, service and supply, and logistical support for National Se- 
curity Agency, Reserve Wlicers Training Corps, United States Army 
Reserve, summer training, Finance and Accounting Office, Second AA 
Regional Command, Second Armored Cavalry Regiment, United 
States Army Signal Air Defense Engineering Agency, Second Army 
Field Maintenance, and other field maintenance facilities supporting 
the Second Army area. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $58.1 million. We estimate it will require $111.8 million authoriza- 
tion in the future to complete the permanent plant required to sup- 
port the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $2.7 million 
in new authorization for construction of the following 6 items: 

(1) Regimental headquarters building, $164,000: This item will 
provide a permanent separate facility for regimental administrative 
functions which are currently housed in barracks buildings with a 
resultant loss of much needed living space. 

(2) Two enlisted men’s barracks, $1,328,000: This project will pro- 
vide an additional 652 permanent barracks spaces against the total 
requirement of 9,383—6,464 permanent spaces now exist. The 652 
spaces will be used by enlisted men presently housed in inadequate 
mobilization buildings that will be retained on a standby basis for 
mobilization. 

(3) Battalion mess, $341,000: This item will provide messing facili- 
ties for troops who will occupy the new barracks spaces. 

(4) Battalion administration and supply building, $230,000: This 
item will provide administrative and supply space in support of 
troops occupying the new barracks. 

(5) Fire and rescue station (Army air facility), $78,000: This 
item is needed to provide maximum protection to the fixed- and 
rotary-wing aircraft which will average 75 landings and takeoffs per 
day. There is only one piece of fire-fighting apparatus, unsheltered 
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near the temporary air strip. No other such facilities exist. The 
Army air facility 1s under construction and if this item is not pro- 
vided at this time it must operate without adequate fire and rescue 
facilities. 

(6) Enlisted men’s service club and library, $511,000: This facility 
will be used by NSA troops who will occupy recently constructed 
barracks. The new troop area is located approximately 3 miles from 
nearest troop area and service club. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, approved. The next is Fort 
Ritchie, Md. Troop housing, $820,000. That, too, is named after a 
distinguished gentleman that served as former Governor and Senator. 

Mr. VAN Zanor. Longtime Governor of Maryland. 

The CHatRMAN. Now, that is for barracks for both men and women. 

General Suuter. One for each; yes, sir. 

Fort Ritchie is located near W ‘aynesboro in Washington County, 
Md. The mission of this installation is classified. 

(1) Enlisted men’s barracks with mess, $563,000: All existing bar- 
racks at Fort Ritchie are semipermanent type built during World 
War II. Upon termination of Federal occupancy after World War II 
the installation plus all real property was returned to the lessor, the 
State of Maryland. During the years of Maryland National Guard 
control, the barracks were “unoccupied. This project will provide 
263 permanent spaces against the requirement of 443. 

(2) Enlisted women’s barracks with mess (108 enlisted women), 
$257,000: No permanent type barracks exist at Fort Ritchie. All 
existing barracks buildings were constructed during Federal occu- 
pancy of the installation during World War Il. Upon termination 
thereof, the installation and all real property, was returned to the 
lessor, the State of Maryland. During the years of Maryland 
National Guard control, these barracks were unoccupied. Deteriora- 
tion of this temporary type construction was rapid. Present facility 
now in use will be placed in standby for exercises and mobilization 
assignment of station. If new facility is not provided at this time, 
maintenance costs will continue to increase by the use of the temporary 
buildings that have already exceeded the period for which constructed. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, approved. Now, the third 
area, Fort Benning, Ga. Operational facilities, maintenance facili- 
ties, $1,583 ,000. 

Now, let’s see about Fort Benning. 

General Suvuer. These are aviation facilities, Mr. Chairman, in 
support—— 

The CuatrrmMan. Wait a minute. Aircraft—— 

General Suu.er. These are aviation facilities, sir, in support of the 
Army aviation aircraft stationed there, which totals 130, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, then, we have—so we can keep it in our 
mind, 

We have four places where Army aircraft is repaired and main- 
tained. 

Axeneral Suvuter. That is depot maintenance, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Depot maintenance. 

General Suuter. It has no—— 

The Cuarrman. Then it is going to occur through the book here 
at places where 

General Suuter. May I explain the system, sir? 
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I believe that would be of benefit to the committee. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

General Sucxer. The four depots we covered were for what we 
call fifth echelon maintenance which is the heavy type shop, depot 
type maintenance. 

in addition to that, we have first and second echelon, which is the 
organizational type maintenance which the men do right at the unit 
where they are stationed, right on the post; like at Fort Benning. 

When we have in between the third and fourth echelon mainte- 
nance which we call field maintenance, which is a little heavier than 
the man is able to do at the station. Those shops are also at the 
station. So when they get over their head at the station level then 
they have to send them Sook to these 4 depots, 1 of the 4 depots, for 
the heavy work to be done on them, sir. 

So this has no connection per se with the 4 depots. 

The Cuarrman. I understand that. 

General Suuter. But these are facilities required to support these 
aircraft at Fort Benning, sir. 

The CHatrman. I think it might be helpful—somebody might 
want to know—how large a personnel from the Ground Forces is 
assigned to various phases of Army aircraft and Army operation of 
aircraft ? 

General SHuter. You mean the number of pilots, sir? 

The Cuairman. Yes, the number of pilots. And what will be the 
total 

Mr. Ketieuer. 4,900, as I remember the general testified to yester- 
day. 

General Suuter. I wanted to get it straight. 

The CHarrMan. 4,900. 

General Suuter. 4,900 pilots, sir. Was there a further question to 
answer ¢ 

The CHatrman. And the backup to those pilots consist of how 
many personnel ¢ 

General Suuter. I would have to furnish that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Anyhow 

General Suuter. I will be glad to do it. 

The Cuarrman. Anyhow, 4,900 Army people are pilots. 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Price. What is the normal type of aircraft they use? 

General SuHuter. Sir? 

The Cuarrman. He went into that yesterday. 

General Suuuer. We use 4 types of fixed wing and we intend to 
use about 6 types of helicopter. I will be glad to furnish them to the 
committee, put them in the record, if you want it. 

The CuarrMan. Put them in the record. 

(The information is as follows :) 


The following list reflects the standard Army aircraft presently available in 
current inventories : 








Fixed wing: The Army uses four standard fixed-wing models: 

L-20: DeHaviland of Canada, a 6-place or 2-litter, 2-ambulatory patients, 
and attendant utility aircraft. 

--23: Beech Aircraft Corp., a 6-place twin-engine command aircraft. 

L-19: Cessna Aircraft Corp., a 2-place observation plane. 

U-1: DeHaviland of Canada, big brother of the L—20 capable of carrying 
11 to 14 passengers or 6 litters and 4 ambulatory patients, or 1% tons. 
86066—57—No. 36 12 
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Rotary wing: The Army uses or plans to use 6 helicopter types : 

H-13: Bell Aircraft Co., 2-passenger used for reconnaissance, liaison, and 
command. 

H-23: Hiller Aircraft Co., 2-passenger used for reconnaissance, liaison, and 
command. 

H-19: Sikorsky Aircraft Co., standard utility helicopter for general utility 
and medical evacuation. 

H-21C: Vertol Aircraft Co., standard 1%-ton cargo craft. Combat radius 
100 miles. 


H-34: Sikorsky Aircraft Co., standard 1%-ton cargo craft. Combat radius, 
100 miles. 


H-37: Sikorsky Aircraft Co., medium cargo helicopter, 3-ton capacity. 
Combat radius, 100 miles. 

The Cuarrman, Now, tell this information. 

Where are these Army pilots trained? Are they trained by pri- 
vate contract schools ? 

How are they trained ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, the primary training of fixed 
wing pilots is done at Camp Gary, Tex., by private contract. The 
primary training for helicopter tr aining is done at Camp Wolters, 
Tex., by pri rate contract. They then receive their advanced train- 
ing at Fort Rucker. 

After that, they go out with their units to the various stations, 
sir—to the divisions and other stations where they enter into tactical 
training with the tactical units. That was all decided about a year 
ago as to C amp Gary and Camp Wolters as to primary training, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. What is your present plans for the next 12 months? 

Is your 4,900 going to be stationary? I mean, is your numbers 
going to remain stationary, at 4,900 pilots? 

General Suuter. Sir, I am not qualified to answer that. I can 
only state what we have now. I don’t know exactly what the future 
plans are for augmentation of pilots. I will be glad to get a state- 
ment for you, if I can. 

The Cuamman. Get a statement, and put it in the record, if you 
ean. 

General Suvurer. Yes, sir. 

(The information as follows :) 

The Army’s projected pilot strength is 6,100 pilots (officers and warrant offi- 
eers) by July 1, 1958. 

The Cuamman. While I think it is a very, very important part of 
the Army’s operation. And I think you are on sound ground. Pro- 
vided you don’t extend its operation too far over and beyond the 
ground forces and try to get in competition with the Air Force in its 
long-range bombing field. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. General, have you found it to be cheaper to train a 
pilot by contract civilian type of training than by your own forces? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; I think it is. 

Fort Benning is located near Columbus, Ga. This installation is 
responsible for development of leadership in all ranks; instruction 
of infantry officers in standardized techniques and tactics; furnish 
administrative and logistical support to an infantry division. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$87.6 million. We estimate it will require $178.6 million’ authoriza- 
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tion in the future to complete the permanent plant required to sup- 
port the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $1.6 million 
in new authorization for aircraft access aprons and facilities (I'M) 
and 2 hangars with shop (FM). Justification for each of these proj- 
ects is as follows: 

Paved access aprons, estimated cost $318,000, are needed to support 
2 hangars with shops requested in this program for field maintenance 
of 130 Army aircraft authorized at this station, plus additional air- 
craft in the Third Army area. 

Two hangars with shops (FM), estimated cost $1,265,000, are 
needed for field maintenance of 130 Army aircraft authorized at this 
station and additional aircraft in Third Army area. Facility pres- 
ently utilized is grossly inadequate. 

The Cuarrman. Approved. The next item is Fort Bragg, N. C. 
Operational and maintenance facilities, $1,051,000. Let’s see, that is 
one of our great stations. 

General Suuter. We have 121 aircraft involved here, sir, and these 
are for aviation facilities. 

The Cuamman. The same planes as we discussed before. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Fort Bragg is located near Fayetteville, N. C., in Cumberland and 
Hoke Counties. This installation is responsible for tactical train- 
ing of an airborne division, air transportation (helicopter) units, an 
airborne corps headquarters, and psychological warfare and testing 
of airborne material. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
376.2 million. We estimate it will require $122.1 million authoriza- 
tion in the future to complete the permanent plant required to sup- 
port the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $1.1 mil- 
lion in new authorization for aviation support facilities. 

Justification for each of these projects 1s as follows: 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (Div Avn), estimated cost 
$94,000, are required to provide all-weather, dust-free access from the 
aircraft parking room to both end doors of aircraft hangar for divi- 
sion aviation in this program. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (RW), at an estimated cost of 
126,000, are required to support hangar with shops in this program 

for maintenance of 22 aircraft assigned to a light cargo helicopter 
company. 

Hangar without shops (Div Avn), estimated cost of $450,000, is re- 
quired for organizational maintenance of the 33 fixed-wing and rotary- 
wing aircraft in an airborne division. The existing and funded 
hangar and shop space can provide only for a portion of the authorized 
aircraft. In the absence of sufficient hangar maintenance space, the 
major portion of unit maintenance is carried on in tents or in the open, 
with resulting time loss to the troop training program because of 
maintenance delays due to inclement weather aul with possible dam- 
age to costly deadlined aircraft. 

Hangar with shops (RW), estimated at $381,000, is required for 
organizational maintenance of the 20 light cargo helicopters and 2 
reconnaissance helicopters in a light helicopter company. Insufficient 
hangar maintenance space results in time loss to the troop training 
program because of maintenance delays due to inclement weather and 
with possible damage to costly deadlined aircraft. 
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The Cuairman. Without objection. The next is Fort Campbell, Ky. 

Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, ground improvement, 
and utilities, $5,117,000. 

Now, let’s see what that is for. Runway—— 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, these are all aviation-type facili- 
ties. I might tell the committee, or remind the committee, that we 
have here the 101 Airborne Division, which has been converted to a 
pentomic division and we desperately need these facilities in order to 
take care of their rotary- and fixed-wing aircraft. 

We have no such facilities at Fort ¢ ‘ampbell now. ‘This is a com- 
plete complex for both rotary and fixed wing. 

This will give you a good idea of the total cost at a division station, 
for both the ‘Totary- -wing and fixed-wing total facilities. It would run 
about $5 million for all the facilities required. 

The Cuarrman. How high does this stand on your priority 

General Suuter. This is very high, sir, on the priority list. 

Mr. Durnam. General, what was your reason for splitting up the 
Airborne Division like this? Was ‘it because you didn’t have the 
facilities there at Fort Bragg ? 

General Suuter. I don’t understand what you mean by splitting it 
up, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Why did you have to split it up and take the 101st 
Airborne out of there for this type of training. Was it because of 
the lack of facilities at Fort Bragg? 

Mr. Smart. 82d is at Fort Bragg. 

General Suuuer. Of course, we still have a division at Fort Bragg. 

Mr. Duruam. I know you do. Sut at one time, you had them all. 

General Suvter. We couldn't put more than one airborne divi- 
sion at Fort Bragg. ‘That is the reason we had to put one at Fort 
Campbell. 

Mr. Durnam. You did abandon the old 101 airborne old training 
base. That is why I asked the question. Then you moved it out to 
Fort Campbell. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. The Army owns about 100,000 acres of land down 
there. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cmamman. Mr. Bray ¢ 

Mr. Bray. Here at Fort Campbell there has been an airborne outfit 
tor some time, hasn’t there, General ¢ 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; I believe we had the 11th Airborne there 
for some time. 

Mr. Bray. You have runways there for your planes? 

General SuHuter. Sir, at that time, I believe we didn’t have the 
present Army aviation program and the concept of pentomic division 
that we have now. That is the reason for this 

Mr. Bray. You did have an airborne division there. I am just 
raising this question just to make the record straight because you 
left the impression you didn’t have any air facilities there. 

Unless I am badly mistaken 

General Suuter. Are you talking about the airdrop, the parachute 
jumps for which the Air Force provides the planes 

Mr. Bray. You had runways and hangars and facilities for your—— 
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General SuHuter. Mr. Bray, I think you are referring to Campbell 
Air Force Base and not to Fort Campbell, from which these aircraft 
come in and pick up the airdrops. 

Mr. Bray. They join, don’t they ? 

General Suuter. They are contiguous; yes, sir. 

We have already very thoroughly studied this with the Air Force. 
We have a letter from them, sir, that says we can’t effect joint use 
of that base because it is involved in the program which I wouldn’t 
want to mention in the clear record. 

Mr. Bray. I am aware of what is going on there. I just didn’t 
want the record to leave the impression that you had been by some 
magical means lifting those people down there for your airborne 
division. You had it there for some years. 

General Suvuter. That is out of Campbell Air Force Base, and the 
Air Force does that lift for us. This construction request has no 
connection with an airlift for parachute-dropping purposes. These 
are rotary-wing and fixed-wing Army aircraft. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman. 

The Caamman. Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. LanKrorp. General, I notice that you call for 2,500 lineal feet 
of heliport lighting, 7,500 lineal feet for airfield lighting, but the 
cost of the two is exactly the same. Is the cost of heliport lighting 
three times that of airfield lighting ? 

General SuHuter. May I find that page, please, sir ? 

Mr. Lan«vorp. It is items 172 and 173 on page 69. 

General Sauter. Yes, sir. 

The Cnamman. Airfield lighting, $115,000 

General Suuter. Let me read you the breakdown of the two, sir, 
and I think that will explain it. 

On the airfield lighting, the costs are as follows: The 7,500 lineal 
feet involved at $65,000. There is a rotating light beacon, $5,000. A 
lighted wind indicator, $3,000. Fixed-wing parking apron lighting, 
$32,000. And a combination vault, which would house the control 
and power setup, $10,000. That adds wp to $115,000. 

On the heliport lighting, there is 2,500 lineal feet at $71,000. Ro- 
tary-wing parking area lighting, $22,000. Rotary-wing parking 
apron lighting, $18,000. And heliport flashing beacon, $4,000. They 
happen to just add up to the $115,000, the same figure as the other. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Isn’t the lineal feet of lighting more for heliport 
than it is for the airfield? Iwas wondering why. 

General Suuter. The lineal feet of lighting, sir, is less for the heli- 
port, 2,500, as against 7,500, for the fixed. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, sir; but I am talking about the cost. 

General Suter. Oh. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. You had it right there. 

General Suuter. I have the costs, sir: $65,000 for the airfield, 
which is the greater length, and $71,000 for the lesser length which 
is the heliport. I would like to get somebody 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I wanted to know why. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. It is not on account of the distance, because one is 
less than the other, and it costs money. 

General Suuter. Do you engineer people have a fix on that? 
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Mr. Lanxrorp. One is a third less. 

General Suuter. I would like to ask Mr. Kelt from the Office, 
Chief of Engineers, to speak to you. 

The Cuarrman. The shorter cost more per lineal foot ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. It is due to the type of material. 

Mr. Ketr. The heliport lighting includes the lighting—— 

(Chorus of “speak up.”’) 

Mr. Kerr. The heliport lighting includes the lighting for the taxi- 
ways and the parking areas, as well as the actual runway strip. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I know it, but there is still 2,500 feet as against 
7,500 feet, and yet it costs more. 

General SuHuter. Mr. Lankford is talking about the 7,500 versus 
the 2,500, and why it costs the same. 

Mr. Kerr. The 2,500 refers to the runway portion itself, and does 
not include the lighting that will be for the parking or the taxiway. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I know. That is perfectly true. 

But 2,500 feet costs $71,000 for a heliport; 7,500 feet costs 
$68,000 

General Suvter. $65,000. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. $65,000 for the fixed wing, and that includes the 
runway. I wanted to know. 

Mr. Ketr. This reference to length, 7,500, is not compatible to all 
the facilities involved here. 

Mr. Ketiener. Is it the same cost per lineal foot for each one of 
them, if you took foot for foot. 

Mr. Ketr. I would have to go back to the breakdown for that. I 
don’t think it was, sir. 

Mr. Ketitener. What is the difference between the type of lighting 
that would make them different in cost ? 

Mr. Ketr. There, again, I am not technically qualified to speak 
to that. 

Mr. Smart. It is not the type; I think this is a misnomer here. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. It is a matter of personal interest. 

Would you let me know if there is a difference in the type of 
lighting ¢ 

General Suuter. Sir, I would like to furnish for the record a com- 
plete breakdown of both systems to justify why we need these costs 
or else I invite the committee to take them out of the program. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. It is not a question of needing them. I am just 
interested as to why one costs three times more than the other, that is 
all. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Suurer. Mr. Chairman, I feel that we should explain 
everything we tell this committee. And if I can’t explain it, I 
wouldn’t blame anybody for taking it right out of the program. I 
think we can explain it, because these have been very carefull 
figured out. 

The Cuareman. All right. 

(Statement for the record is as follows:) 
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Cost DIFFERENTIAL BETWEEN HELIPORT AND FIxED-WING AIRFIELD LIGHTING 
SYSTEMS AT Fort CAMPBELL, Ky. 


Heliport lighting systems require a greater density of lighting fixtures than 
systems for fixed-wing aircraft. The comparatively short length of the heli- 
port runways (2,450-foot lengths, L-shaped for the heliport and 3,000 feet 
for the fixed-wing airfield) requires a lighting pattern that will permit un- 
questionable identification of the heliport configuration from the air. 

The design for the heliport provides for 176 lights compared to 179 lights 
for the fixed-wing airfield. The heliport runway lights will be alternate blue 
and white, spaced at approximately 20-foot intervals, whereas the fixed-wing 
runways will be illuminated with white lights spaced approximately 200 feet 
apart. The heliport runways require 4 banks of threshold lights which de- 
fine the ends of runways (2 for each 450-foot runway), where the fixed-wing 
airfield requires only 2 banks of threshold lights. 

Heliport taxiway lights will be blue and spaced about 40 feet apart and fixed- 
wing taxiway lights will be spaced a maximum distance of 200 feet apart. The 
closer light spacings for the heliport are required (1) because of the compara- 
tively short heliport taxiway, and (2) to match the spacing of blue lights on 
the heliport runways so that one of these may be used as a taxiway when 
the white lights are turned off. Additional controls and circuits are required 
for heliport lighting to provide directional light patterns. 

(Full justification for the station is as follows:) 

General Suuter. Fort Campbell, Ky., is located near Clarksville, 
Tenn. ‘This installation’s principal mission is basic and technical 
training of airborne division and miscellaneous nondivision units, in- 
cluding parachute landing and weapons firing operations. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $80.4 million. We estimate it will require $112.7 million authori- 
zation in the future to complete the permanent plant required to 
support the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $5.1 
million in new authorization for aviation support facilities. 

Justification for each of the projects is as follows: 

Runway and two runup areas (FW), at an estimated cost of $263,- 
000, are needed to furnish landing and takeoff facilities for fixed-wing 
aircraft. Need is now being met by using Air Force facilities at 
Campbell Air Force Base that are closed to Army operations and 
personnel at various times; also facilities furnished Army aviation 
by the Air Force at Campbell Air Force Base are insufficient to 
meet the minimum requirements. 

Two runways and two runup areas (RW), at an estimated cost of 
$81,000, are required to furnish separate landing and takeoff facilities 
for approximately 25 cargo and utility helicopters. Need is now 
being met by using Air Force facilities at Campbell Air Force Base 
that are closed to Army operations and personnel at various times; 
also facilities furnished Army aviation by Air Force at Campbell 
Air Force Base are insufficient to meet the minimum requirements. 

Taxiways (RW), at an estimated cost of $80,000, are needed to 
increase the utilization of the runway and for efficient control of air- 
craft traffic to and from runway to parking areas. 

Taxiways (FW), at an estimated cost of $203,000, are necessary 
for efficient control of air traffic to and from runway to parking 
aprons in recognized paths. 

Aircraft parking apron (FM), $113,000: Item is required to pro- 
vide parking space for aircraft undergoing field maintenance. Only 
very limited parking space is now available at Campbell Air Force 
Base. Elimination of item would require parking of aircraft on 
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unstabilized areas, thus increasing maintenance and safety problems 
due to dust, mud, ete. 

Aircraft parking apron (FW), $112.000: The proposed aircraft 
parking apron is necessary for parking of aircraft during the loading, 
unloading, and servicing of the aircraft, when ground vehicles and 
personnel around aircraft would constitute a safety hazard both to 
ground personnel and equipment and to aircraft, pilots, and passengers 
im an unpaved area. The parking area with its tiedown anchors is 
also used to secure aircraft in windy weather which, without tie- 
down facilities, can destroy the aircraft entirely. There are no such 
facilities at Fort Campbell. Army aviation is using very limited 
parking area at Campbell Air Force Base and has no tiedown facili- 
ties at its disposal for securing aircraft during a windstorm. 

Aircraft parking areas (RW), $406,000: The proposed helicopter 
parking areas are necessary for parking of aircraft during the load- 
ing, unloading, and servicing of the aircraft, when ground vehicles 
and personnel around aircraft would constitute a safety hazard both 
to ground personnel and equipment and to aircraft, pilots, and pas- 
sengers in an unpaved area. The parking areas with tiedown an- 
chors are also used to secure aircraft in windy weather which, with- 
out tiedown facilities, can destroy the aircraft entirely. There are 
no such facilities at For t ¢ ‘ampbell. Army aviation is using very 
limited parking area at Campbell Air Force Base and has no tiedown 
facilities at its disposal for securing aircraft during a windstorm. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (RW), $152,000: Paved access 
aprons are needed to support the hangar in this program for main- 
tenance of 46 helicopters. These aprons will provide all-weather 
dust-free access from the aircraft parking areas to both end doors of 
the aircraft hangar. Treated shoulders are required around the 
aprons to prevent dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. 
Washing facilities are needed to clean the helicopters for maintenance 
inspection and flying efficiency. The treatment plant is needed to 
process effluent from all washing areas so as to prevent stream pollu- 
tion. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (FM and FW), $247,000: 
Paved access aprons are needed to support 1 hangar with shops for 
field maintenance of approximately 66 aircraft and 1h: angar without 
shops for organizational maintenance of 20 fixed-wing aircraft which 
are assigned — to divisional and other units. Both hangars are in this 
program. The paved aprons will provide all-weather, dust-free ac- 
cess from the aircraft parking apron to both end doors of the aircraft 
hangars. Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to pre- 
vent dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. Washing fa- 
cilities are needed to clean the aircraft for maintenance inspection 
and flying efficiency. 

Aircraft fuel storage and dispensing, $60,000: One storage tank is 
needed for 80-octane fuel and 2 for 100/130-octane fuel, with dispens- 
ing outlets. No system is now provided for refueling Army aircraft, 
and without it these aircraft would either be limited in operational 
range or would have to be refueled by long truck haul, a costly and 
inefficient procedure. 

Three flammable storage buildings are needed to provide separate 
storage of paints, dopes, ‘lacquers, lubricating oil and grease, for or- 
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ganizational maintenance of aircraft in helicopter and division avia- 
tion companies, and for field maintenance of all Army aircraft at 
this station. Lack of such facilities would prevent proper servicing 
and maintenance of aircraft. 

Flight control tower, $100,000: The flight control tower houses 
the VHF and UHF transmitter and receiver functions and serves as 
the center of visual control for all flight operations, air-to-ground 
communications, airfield lighting controls, and other special naviga- 
ee aids. This function is now provided on a limited basis by 

Campbell Air Force Base. However, Army personnel and aircraft 
are subject to denial of the use of facilities at Campbell Air Force 
Base at various times. Without a control tower, all aircraft opera- 
tions would be hazardous and the amount of traffic would be limited. 

\irfield lighting system, $115,000: Airfield lighting system is re- 
quired to provide facilities for tactical training missions at night; 
to enable emergency evacuation of injured or ill personnel at night; to 
provide 24-hour landing facilities for official aircraft; and to enable 
aviators to procure night flying time required by Army regulations. 
Failure to provide runway lighting would limit operations to day- 
light hours, thus preventing complete fulfillment of the mission of 
airborne groups. 

Heliport lighting system, $115,000: Heliport lighting system is 
required for night operation of rotary-wing aircraft and during 
periods of low visibility, and to permit tactical night training mis- 
sions. If lighting is not provided, helicopter operations would be 
limited to fair weather and daylight hours, and complete tactical 
training of the rotary wing group could not be conducted. 

Unit operation building “(Div Avn), $76,000: Operations building 
is required to house base. flight ope rational center, which furnishes 
weather information, maps, plotting and briefing for pilots and 
navigators, and coordinates scheduling of incoming and outgoing 
flights. No such facility is available and failure to provide it would 
prevent complete and effective implementation of the proposed airfield 
facilities. 

Hangar without shops (RW), $441,000: Hangar is required to pro- 

vide for organizational maintenance of 46 helicopters in an airborne 
division and other units at Fort ( ‘ampbell. Such maintenance must 
he accomplished on a 24-hour basis to support the training program. 
No such facility is presently es and lack of it would result in 
maintenance delays and possible damage to costly aircraft as a result 
of such deferred maintenance. 

Two hangars, 1 with shop (FM) and 1 without shop (FW), $894,- 
000: Hangars are required and organizational maintenance of 20 fixed- 
of 66 authorized aircraft and organizational maintenance of 20 fixed- 
wing aircraft. Such maintenance must be accomplished on a 24-hour 
basis to support the training program. No such facilities are presently 
provided, and lack of them would result in maintenance delays and 
possible damage to costly aircraft as a result of such deferred main- 
tenance. 

Utilities extensions (airfield-heliport) , $517,000: Utilities extensions 
to the proposed airfield-heliport are required to provide sufficient 
water supply for drinking and sanitation purposes, buildings, and 
equipment; to supply electrical power from the closest source on the 
post to the site of the new airfield-heliport; and to provide access 
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roads. No utilities exist at the proposed site and lack of them would 
endanger the health and safety of personnel, prevent proper safe- 
guarding of buildings and equipment from fire damage, and eliminate 
essential light and power and vehicular access for airport operations. 

Site preparation, $1,142,000: This item will provide the necessary 
site preparation for construction of the proposed Army airfield- 
heliport. It will also provide the rough cetieah for all buildings 
and facilities required lie immediate and future construction. The 
proposed airfield-heliport will be located on the most feasible site 
near an existing road and as close as possible to required utilities, 
where it will not interfere with operations at existing airfields of 
other agencies in the vicinity. Development of the site will entail 
extensive grading of rolling terrain, considerable rock excavation, and 
drainage. 

The Cuarrman. Allright; it is approved. 

The next one is Fort Rucker, Ala. Operational facilities and troop- 
housing facilities, $7,549,000. Let’s see what you are doing down there 
at Fort Rucker. 

Let’s see, runway, parking, barracks, battalion mess, battalion ad- 
ministration supply building. 

yeneral Suurer. Mr. Chairman, these are two aircraft facilities 
in support of the advanced training at our air center and the remainder 
is for permanent enlisted barracks and their supporting mess and 
administration facilities. 

The Cuatrman. Your largest expenditure is 306 barracks. 

General Suuter. 326-man barracks. 

Fort Rucker is located near Ozark, Ala., in Dale and Coffee Coun- 
ties. ‘This installation’s mission—Army Aviation Center, including 
Army Aviation School and supporting units, Continental Army 
Command Board No. 6, Transportation Aircraft Test and Support 
Activity ; also one regimental combat team with tables of organization 
and equipment units. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $32.4 million. We estimate it will require $67.6 million authori- 
zation in the future to complete the permanent plant required to 
support the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $7.5 
million in new authorization for aviation facilities and troop housing 
facilities. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Runways, taxiways, and parking aprons (auxiliary field No. 1, 
FW), $517,000: Project will provide partial hardstands required 
at auxiliary field No. 1 for operation, parking, and minor mainte- 
nance of 120 fixed-wing aircraft to be based at this field. This will 
also alleviate the crowded condition now existing at Ozark Army 
Airfield. The cost of maintenance is greatly increased when dusty 
areas are used for parking aircraft, and provides a potential safety 
hazard which could result in aircraft failure and interruptions to 
scheduled student training. With the crowded condition at Ozark 
Army Airfield, the more student load we can carry at this unit, the 
safer the training will be. All the L-19 aircraft, which the students 
use most, will be permanently stationed and maintained at this field. 
From this field the student, flights will be dispatched to the on-and- 
off-post stage fields for daily training missions. 
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Aircraft parking aprons (Ozark AAF), $166,000: This item is 
required to provide additional hardstand for parking and minor 
maintenance of the aircraft stationed at Ozark Army Airfield. This 
will alleviate the condition of having to park aircraft on sod areas 
for tuneups and maintenance. It will greatly reduce the pickup of 
dust and debris so that maintenance will be reduced. This item will 
make it possible for all the aircraft to be parked on standard hard- 
stand parking where tiedown equipment is provided, and in the 
event of high winds all planes can be securely tied down to prevent 
damage. 

Eight enlisted-men barracks without mess (326-man), $5,316,000: 
This project is required to provide an increment of permanent hous- 
ing for enlisted men assigned to this station for peacetime missions. 
Total requirement is 6,140 spaces. There are no permanent barracks 
at this station. 

Three battalion messes, $927,000, and 3 battalion administration and 
buildings, $623,000: These items are required to support the barracks 
in this program. 

The asteatais Without objection, it is approved. Fort Stewart, 
Ga., troop housing, $3,691,000. Now Fort Stewart, Ga., was made a 
permanent installation some time ago. This is the first large ex- 
penditure since then. 

Now, let’s see something about Fort Stewart. 

General Suuter. Mr, Chairman, I would like to point out that all 
the troops at Fort Stewart were in tents. 

The Cuarrman. In tents? 

General Sauter. In tents. We feel that we should get them out of 
tents now that it is a permanent station. So we made a request for 
these barracks. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s see. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 7 

General Suuter. Page 73, sir. 

The Cuarrman. 73. 

That is right. 

It is just merely replacing the tents with permanent barracks. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, let me see something about that. What is the 
military operations there? What kind 

General Suuter. Sir, it is the training and logistical support of 
Active Army and Reserve component units of the antiaircraft and 
armored troops within the Third Army area, plus other units as may 
be designated from without the Third Army area. 

This as you know, is a very good firing range, sir, and a lot of 
acreage. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, I know what it is. 

It is near Savannah. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. General, you are going to cut your troops 1 almost in half 
down there; is that right? From 3,200 down to 1,9004 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

Again, I will have to explain these figures, the present interim and 
planned peacetime. I promise this committee that starting next year 
these figures will more nearly reflect the proper periods of time that 
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we are interested in. Now, unfortunately, the present figure is over 
a year old. That is the date at which that figure was determined. 
That was actually the figure at the station at that time. 

Now, the interim figure is an end fiscal year 1957 figure, but it was 
determined or projected ahead almost a year ago in the Army plans. 

So the interim figure is the closer figure to what we actually have 
there now, sir. 

Now, on your “other,” the 1,553 under the “other” happens to be 
Army troops on temporary duty, probably firing exercises, at that 
particular time. 

Mr. Bates. Do you still plan to have 1,957 there ultimately ¢ 

General Suuter. We would build, sir, for the lesser figure as be- 
tween the planned peacetime and the interim. In other words, if we 
had less than the planned peacetime there, we would not build above 
that. 

Mr. Bares. Well, you are building barracks now for 1,300 men un- 
der this program ? 

General Suter. Y es, sir; 1,304 spaces. 

Mr. Bares. Now, you are going to have somewhere in the vicinity of 
sixteen or nineteen hundred / 

General Suutrr. Yes,sir. Take 81 

Mr. Bares. Are the rest of them going to continue to live in tents? 

General Suuter. No. 

We take 81 percent of our enlisted strength, Mr. Bates, to put in 
barracks. The other 19 personnel are carried as married. 

That is the marriage factor. They get family housing. 

They are the sergeants down to corporals with 7 years’ service or 
above. So this pretty well takes care of our requirement. 

The Cuatrman. Then we won’t be confronted with this item prob- 
ably next year ¢ 

eneral Souter. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s have this understood now, that on the 
basis of your figure of the number of people that will be there, these 
four barracks will probably take care of your planned peacetime 
strength. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bares. This will take care of all—— 

The Cuarrman. And the other 19 percent will be housed by Cape- 
hart; is that it ? 

General Suuter. Capehart or MCA family housing. 

The Cuarmrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I want to commend you on the planning here. Of all 
the units in the Third Army, this is the only part of the bill that has 
to do with the historic mission of the Army for combat on the ground. 
I think it is very fine that we did get one unit in here for that 
purpose. 

General Suuter. Yes,sir. The details are as follows: 

Fort Stewart, located 42 miles southwest of Savannah, Ga. This 
installation is responsible for the training and logistical support of 
Active Army and Reserve component units of AA artillery and ar- 
mored units within the Third Army area, plus other units as may be 
designated from without the Third Army area. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $24.5 million. We estimate it will require $20.3 million author- 
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ization in the future to complete the permanent plant required to 
support the mission mentioned, This year we are asking for $3.7 
million in new authorization for troop housing. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Four enlisted men barracks without mess (326-man), $2,658,000: 
This request will provide 1,304 spaces out of a total requirement of 
1,389. ‘There are no existing permanent barracks at this station. 

This project is required to provide permanent housing for the troops 
assigned to this station. Troops are presently housed in tent areas, 
which were constructed in 1950, to meet the ummediate reactivation 
requirements of the station. Construction of this item will result in 
an average annual savings of $54,000 in maintenance and heating 
cost, and the replacement of 184 tent structures and 18 mobilization- 
type structures. 

Two battalion messes, $618,000, and two battalion administration 
and supply buildings, estimated at $415,000: These items are required 
to support barracks in this program. 

The CHarrmMan. Fort Stewart is approved. Now, the next pro- 
vision is the Fourth Army area. 

Fort Bliss, Tex. Operational facilities, training facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, storage facilities, medical facilities, administrative 
facilities, troop housing, communications facilities, and utilities, 
$7,704,000. 

Now, that is on page—— 

Mr. Bray. 76 to 78. 

The Cuatrrman. Page 76. 

Now, this is one of our main forts in the southwestern part of the 
country: 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuairman. Make your statement. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, may I break this down? 

The CHatrman. Yes, sir. 

General Suuver. Referring to the page the committee has before 
them, the first five items are at Fort Bliss proper, and all the remain- 
ing items are at McGregor range where we have our most important 
mission of training the ground-to-air guided missile firing units. 

Here is where they go to fire for practice, and learn how to man our 
Nike sites, our defense of the continental United States from air at- 
tack, and certain overseas areas from air attack. 

Now, these facilities, sir, are vitally needed to allow us to catch 
up on our training program. 

We are way behind on facilities for the proper training in firing of 
Nike, to make our men qualified to man our Nike sites, and be ready 
to fire if they ever have to. 

The Cuatrman, Any questions from any members of the committee 
on any one of the items referred to in the breakdown? All right, go 
ahead, General. 

General Suuter. Fort Bliss is located adjacent to El Paso, El Paso 
County, Tex. This installation in its mission of Antiaircraft Artillery 
and Guided Missile Center acts as coordinator between Antiaircraft 
and Guided Missile Branch of the Artillery School and 1st Guided 
Missile Group of Continental Army Board No. 4 in study, develop- 
ment, evaluation and teaching of tactical, technical, logistical and 
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training doctrines and programs concerning Antiaircraft Artillery 
and Guided Missiles of interest to C ‘ommander, Continental Army 
Command. 

Supervision of training of general reserve units. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $61. 6 million. We estimate it will require $74.7 million authoriza- 
tion in the future to complete the permanent plant required to support 
the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $7.7 million in new 
authorization for main post and guided missile tr aining range. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

For the main post we are requesting five items. The first item is: 

(1) Addition to guided missile laboratory and classroom, perma- 
nent, gross area 27 468 SF estimated at $549,000. This project is re- 
quired i in connection with the increased SAM program and will provide 
2 additional laboratory wings to an existing laboratory and classroom 
building. These wings will provide the necessary traveling cranes with 
a minimum of 25-feet clearance below the hooks. ‘The existing special 
electrical system will be expanded to serve the new laboratory spaces. 
All construction will be within an existing fenced security area. The 
requested construction will provide additional classrooms, thus releas- 
ing classrooms now used as offices. Existing laboratory facilities 
are now being utilized on a 16-hour per day basis and can in no way 
accommodate the increased training load anticipated. Construction 
will not require the removal of existing buildings. Deferment of this 
project will hamper training mission of installation due to absence of 
proper laboratory fac ilities urgently required on instruction in serv- 
icing and operation of newly dev eloped missiles. 

(2) The second item is 16 guided-missile laboratory and classroom 
buildings, semipermanent, 7,025 square feet each, 112,400 square feet 
total. Estimated total cost of item $1,400,000. The requirement for 
the laboratory and classroom building covers a newly assigned mission 
in connection with the surface-to-air missile program. No facilities 
are available currently to meet this need. Due to the urgency of the 
program, prefabricated structures are requested as they provide the 
most expeditious means of obtaining housing. 

(3) The third item is radar park f: acilities estimated to cost $1,857,- 
000, consisting of 7 buildings of gross area of 31,800 square feet. 
Project required to provide additional classrooms and maintenance 
space for AAA and GM School to meet anticipated student work- 
loads and consolidate 3 inadequate and crowded radar parks in 1 
location. Proposed radar park classrooms will make scheduling of 
instruction more practical due to close proximity and ac cessibility of 
equipment and result in saving one-half hour per day per student ‘and 
one-half hour per 4-hour instruction period per instructor. Proposed 
radar park and maintenance buildings would be equipped with 400- 
cycle converters (alternators) whic ‘+h would release 200 each engine 
driven 400-cycle, alternating current, generator sets. Annual cost of 
depot rebuild : 2d, 3d, and 4th echelon repair; gasoline and oil for eac ? 
400-cycle generator averages $3,761, or total of $752,200 per yea 
Elimination of generators w ould enable the school to cut 54 mi Ste: 
nance personnel. spaces with an average annual saving of $116,420. 
Two of present radar parks will, on completion of requested project, 
continue in use as training areas and plans call for erection of bar 
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racks on site of 83d radar park. Elimination or postponement of proj- 
ect will continue crowded and expensive operations. 

(4) The fourth item is for material laboratory, gross area 15,023 
square feet, estimated at $268,000. The size of the structure is based 
upon similar requirements for existing buildings. Project required 
to augment laboratory requirements of AAA and GM School in keep- 
ing with seen training program of installation. School now 
utilizes 7 ratory rooms and has a requirement for 91 laboratory 
rooms. Special requirements for laboratory buildings include over- 
head clearance of 25 feet and special power installations. Project 
will provide for essential laboratory instruction in missile compo- 
nents, missile guidance and missile handling eqpipment. Building 
will be located adjacent to existing buildings of similar design in 
accordance with master plan. If project is deferred, training must be 
conducted outdoors where damage to sensitive electronic components 
may result from high winds and dust and sandstorms prevalent in 
this area. Requested facility will require the removal or relocation 
of any existing structures. The existing buildings can be released 
upon completion of requested construction for use for which they 
were designed such as vehicle storage and administration. 

(5) The fifth item for bachelor ‘officers’ quarters (60-man) gross 
area 21,000 square feet estimated at $441,000. This project is re- 
quired to meet the shortage in permanent housing for peacetime 
mission. This installation has a housing requirement for 1,010 bache- 
lor officers’ quarters space of which a great number are students. 
Present need is being met by utilization of 63-man barracks which 
were converted to bachelor officers? quarters under austerity program. 
Partitions separating the rooms are single thickness of wallboard 
through which the sound of ordinary conversation may be heard 
throughout the building. Many of the student officers are assigned 
2 per room of 120 square feet. The deferment of this project will 
require students to live in existing converted substandard barracks. 

For the guided missile training range there are 16 items. The first 
item is: 

(1) Training facilities, guided missiles, which is an expansion of 
existing Nike range estimated at $108,000. This expansion of Nike 
range is essential to provide facilities for existing and anticipated in- 
creases in number of firings at this range by onsite missile battalions, 
and also by those units that return to ‘Fort Bliss for annual service 
practice. Special technical requirements of using agency have been 
used in computing these requirements. Concrete pads are necessary 
for emplacement of guided missile equipment on permanent or sem1- 
permanent basis since this equipment must be level and stable during 
tracking of targets and flight of the missile. Launching pads required 
for use in launching missiles as blast from propulsion units would 
quickly erode launching sites if they are not properly protected. The 
revetment is necessary to meet safety requirements for protection of 
personnel. One of the major problems in the operation of these 
ranges is the control of sand and dust. The use of concrete and asphalt 
hardstands would alleviate this problem. 

(2) The second item is for 4 launching and 8 integrated fire contro] 
a estimated at $573,000. Justification is found in item 1 above. 

(3) The third item is for ordnance missile shop, guided missile 
training — estimated at $321,000. The size of the requested facility 
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was computed on experience basis with similar facilities existing at 
Fort Bliss. This project is required to provide onsite facilities for 
adjustment and repairs to guided missiles, an important function in- 
cident to the training mission of this installation. The structure will 
provide protection from the fr equent severe sandstorms, prevalent in 
this area, while missiles undergo repair. To attempt to make adjust- 
mont and repairs at Fort Bliss, 26 miles distant, results in excessive 
transportation costs and loss of time. If this project is eliminated, the 
cost of training will be materially increased, as well as requiring an 
excessive amount of transportation between the range and Fort Bliss. 

(4) The fourth item is for a motor repair shop, guided missile 
training, area 7,200 square feet estimated at $116,000. ‘The size of the 
requested facility was based upon 24 months’ experience with similar 
structures. ‘This project is required to provide facilities for the neces- 
sary field maintenance at the range to sustain in operation 100 auto- 
motive vehicles, 25 stationary, gas-consuming pieces of equipment, and 
48 launchers to support the firing of approximately 40 missiles per 
month. This is an anticipated ordnance repair workload of 70 repair 
requests per week. The cost saving in manpower, money, and equip- 
ment is reflected in the cost of transporting 70 repair orders a week 
26 miles to Fort Bliss. The ordnance equipment emplaced to operate 
12 firing sites represents an expenditure of $18,600,000. The downtime 
of this equipment for any length of time restricts and delays the 
training of units firing at this range. These units must meet a rigid 
firing schedule which increases the nec essity for close onsite ordnance 
support. 

(5) The fifth item is for a generator shop, guided missile training, 
gross area 2,400 square feet estimated at $62,000. The size of the re- 
quested facility was computed upon experience with similar facilities 
existing at Fort Bliss. This ge is required to provide mainte- 
nance and repair facilities for a minimum of 96 generators used 
at launching sites when commercial power is not available, or for 
training purposes to simulate battle conditions. Protection from dust 
and blowing sand is essential during periods when generators undergo 
repair and adjustment. Failure to furnish adequate facilities for 
these functions can easily result in damage to equipment costing many 
times the cost of this project. E limination of this project will re- 
quire continued repair of generator equipment out of doors, subject 
to climatic conditions. 

(6) The sixth item is for a radio-controlled aerial target with 
maintenance and assembly building and radio station estimated at 
$141,000. The size of the requested facility was computed upon 
experience with similar facilities existing at Red Canyon Nike range. 
The maintenance and assembly building is required to provide fa- 
cilities for the assembly, checkout, repair and rebuilding of at least 
120 radio-controlled aerial targets per month. These targets will 
be used for Nike missile firings, Nike I missile battalion conversions, 
and for Nike I missile battalion annual service practice. After being 
shot down, targets are disassembled and serviceable parts used to 
produce additional targets. The radio station is required for the 
in-flight control of radio-controlled artillery target planes and for 
coordinating the use of these targets by the various launcher stations. 
The provision of these facilities will eliminate a round trip of 
miles to Fort Bliss for servicing and rebuilding these targets. If the 
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project is deferred, the cost. of training will be materially increased 
and will require ¢ additional vehicles and personnel. 

(7) The seventh item is for an engineer field maintenance shop for 
guided missile training estimated at $77,000 with gross area 3,116 
square feet. The size of the requested facility was “computed upon 
experience of the post engineer, with decrease in size due to small 
size of camp and its modified emergency construction. This project 
is necessary to provide facilities for engineer maintenance activities 
at’ South MeGregor Nike firing range, Since this range is 26 miles 
distant from the main post, the use of Fort Bliss personnel and 
equipment would involve excessive travel time, with loss of work 
time. The provision of the requested facilities would enable econ- 
omy in maintenance costs. Elimination of this project. will increase 
maintenance costs as well as provide need for travel to base installa- 
tion. 

(8) The eighth item is for an ordnance supply and storage building 
for guided missile training with gross area of 7,200 square feet esti- 
mated at $85,000, The size of the structure was computed to be the 
minimum required based on 24 months’ experience with similar fa- 
cilities and will provide ultimate protection to electronic equipment 
to retain serviceability and security, as well as their protection from 
high winds with blowing dust and sand that are prevalent in this 
area. Any reduction in ‘the requested standard will impair the effi- 
ciency of the precision-type parts and assemblies to be stored in the 
structure. The facilities are to be placed in a new area where no 
buildings exist. Elimination of this project will reduce the efficiency 
of the training program. 

(9) The ninth item is for a dispensary for guided missile training 
with a gross area of 3,850 square feet, estimated at $93,000. Size of 
the structure requested is based on allowances prescribed with in- 
crease in floor area due to isolation of camp. This project is required 
to provide medical facilities for 1,000 men stationed, or in training, 
at South McGregor Nike firing range. The nearest medical facilities 
are located at Fort Bliss, approximately 26 miles distant. Travel 
time lost in the utilization of these distant facilities has resulted in 
serious impairment of the important training mission of this installa- 
tion. Elimination of this project will result.in the addition of ambu- 
lance and personnel for the transportation of men to Fort Bliss where 
medical facilities are available. 

(10) The 10th item is for 2 battalion headquarters for guided 
missile training with a combined gross area of 4,000 square feet, esti- 
mated at $67,000. Size of the buildings was based on allowance au- 
thorized with decrease in square feet due to nonstandard require- 
ments. This project is necessary to provide administrative offices 
in connection with battalion organizations in training and is a long- 
term requirement. Housing of administrative functions in tentage has 
proven a very unsatisfactory expedient. The frequent high winds with 
their accompanying dust and sand result in damage to equipment and 
supplies and produce conditions under which no productive adminis- 
trative work can be accomplished. Elimination of this project. will 
cause a hardship in accomplishing administrative and storage func- 
tions. Noother buildings are available for this purpose. 
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(11) The 11th item consists of 6 barracks without mess—80 men 
each—for guided missile training. A total of 480 barracks spaces 
estimated at $465,000 was computed upon allowance authorized and 
is required to house troops in training at South McGregor Nike firing 
range. In addition, this facility is required to provide accommoda- 
tions for annual refresher training and firing practice of troops 
stationed at permanent Nike installations throughout the world. At 

resent, it is necessary for troops in training to live in tents which, 

uring the frequent dust and sand storms prevalent in this area, con- 
stitutes a hardship and results in critically impaired morale. Under 
these climatic conditions tentage is subject to rapid deterioration and 
replacement costs become prohibitive. Deferment of this project will 
necessitate the continued quartering of troops in tents, and will 
seriously handicap the training mission of this installation. 

(12) The 12th item is a bachelor officers’ quarters for guided missile 
training—34 spaces—estimated at $104,000. The size of the facility 
was based upon allowances prescribed. This project is necessary to 
complete the bachelor officers’ quarters requirement at South McGregor 
Nike firing range. It is estimated that approximately 70 officers will 
need to be housed at his range. The provision of 34 spaces was in- 
cluded in the fiscal year 1957 MCA program; the provision of 34 spaces 
is needed to satisfy the requirement. Elimination of this project will 
require the provision of transportation of personnel from and to Fort 
Bliss daily, a distance of 52 miles round trip, or the continuing housing 
of officers in tentage. 

(13) The 13th item is a fire station for guided missile training 
with a gross area of 2,515 square feet estimated at $51,000 and is re- 
quired for the shelter of fire-fighting equipment and personnel at the 
Nike missile range camp. The elimination of this project will have 
an adverse effect on the installation should a fire break out as only 
limited fire-fighting facilities will be available in this area. 

(14) The 14th item is a recreation building for guided missile 
training with a gross area of 4,000 square feet estimated at. $65,000. 
The size of the facility was based on the cumulative allowances pre- 
scribed for companies and battalions. This project is necessary to 
provide recreational facilities for 1,040 enlisted men Nike range 
camp. No recreation facilities exist within the camp area, the near- 
est being at Fort Bliss, a distance of approximately 26 miles. Elim- 
ination of this item will adversely affect the general welfare and 
morale of the troops, with consequent poor assimilation of train- 
ing and efficiency of operation. 

(15) The 15th item is a theater with stage estimated at $94,000 
for 4,000 square feet. Due to the small size of the camp and its isola- 
tion it is considered that 1 seat for each 5 persons is necessary. A 
stage is also required as the facility will be used for classroom and 
training purposes. This project is necessary to provide training and 
entertainment facilities for this 1,200-man camp. No facilities exist 
where lectures or training films can be presented to large groups of 
men, nor where purely entertainment programs can be presented. 
There are no nearby towns where entertainment is available. Elim- 
ination of this project will cause a deterioration of morale and gen- 
erally reduce the well-being of personnel. It will also hamper t “ain- 
ing of men as training will be held out of doors, being subject to in- 
terruption by climatic conditions. ; 
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(16) The 16th and last item is for electric distribution for guided 
missile training comprising overhead and underground distribution, 
transformers, substations, converters, poles and vaults estimated at 
$767,000. Special technical requirements of using agency were used 
to compute this requirement. Extension of electric lines is necessary 
to eliminate use of 48 gasoline-engine-driven generators used in launch- 
ing Nike guided missiles. The maintenance and operation costs of 
electric generators far exceed cost of commercial power. This power 
is now available at Nike range but needs to be extended to individual 
control and launching points. Training of personnel requires opera- 
tion of electric equipment for as much as 16 hours a day. Installation 
of commercial power to control and launching points would provide 
more constant power as well as saving in personnel required to operate 
and maintain portable generators. The expansion of instruction in 
the maintenance, servicing, and firing of Nike guided missiles in the 
existing training mission of this installation makes this construction a 
most urgent requirement. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, it is approved. The next item 
is Fort Hood, Tex. 

Operational facilities, training facilities, administrative facility, 
maintenance facilities, community facility, and utilities, $2,362,000. 

Now, let’s see. That is on page 80. 

Now what is this? 

General Suuter. The first 9 items, Mr. Chairman, are Army avia- 
tion facilities to support 115 aircraft at Fort Hood. The last four 
items are other than Army aviation facilities. 

They are two battalion classrooms, a signal field maintenance shop, 
and a regimental headquarters building. The total of all of these 
items is $2,362,000 for Fort Hood, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And Fort Hood is the training post for armored 
division ¢ . 

General Suuter. For an armored division. 

Fort Hood is located near Killeen, Tex. This installation is a 
training post for an armored division with supporting troops and a 
corps headquarters. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $76.7 million. We estimate it will require $119.4 million author- 
ization in the future to complete the permanent plant required to 
support the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $2.4 
million in new authorization for aircraft facilities, 2 battalion class- 
rooms, a signal field maintenance shop, an engineer field maintenance 
shop, and a regimental headquarters building. 

Justification for these is as follows: 

Two runways and two runup areas, $85,000: Proposed runways 
and engine runup areas are required to furnish separate landing and 
takeoff facilities for approximately 34 cargo and utility helicopters. 
There are no helicopter facilities at this installation. Corps and ar- 
mored division organic helicopters operate from the temporary pierced 
steel plank airstrip. Planned stationing of a light cargo helicopter 
company at Fort Hood requires provision of separate helicopter fa- 
cilities. 

Taxiways for rotary wing aircraft, $123,000: Proposed taxiways 
are required for ground movement of helicopters simultaneously with 
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landings and takeoffs on the runways for maximum utilization of 
the runways. They are necessary for efficient control of aircraft 
traffic between the runways and parking area in recognized paths. 
Paved taxiways will eliminate the hazard of rocks and trash being 
sucked into the rotor blades which would have to be replaced at a 
minimum cost of $3,000 per set. There are no helicopter facilities 
at this installation. Planned stationing of a light cargo helicop- 
ter company at Fort Hood requires provision of separate helicopter 
facilities. 

Next, is a project for Aircraft Parking Area, $198,000. Proposed 
helicopter parking area is necessary for loading, unloading, and serv- 
icing of aircraft. Lack of paved hardstands, when ground vehicles 
adn personnel are around the aircraft, would constitute a safety haz- 
ard to ground personnel and equipment as well as to aircraft, pilots 
and passengers. Tie-down anchors are required to secureaircraft in 
windy weather and prevent their destruction. There are no heli- 
copter facilities at this installation. Planned stationing of a light 
cargo helicopter company at Fort Hood requires provision of sep- 
arate helicopter facilities. 

Tne next project is for the provision of aircraft access aprons and 
facilities estimated at $166,000. Paved access aprons are required to 
support hangar with shops in this program for maintenance of 22 
aircraft assigned to a light cargo helicopter company. These aprons 
will provide all-weather, dustfree access from the aircraft parking 
area to both end doors of the aircraft hangar. Treated shoulders are 
required around the aprons to prevent dirt and gravel from damag- 
ing aircraft engines. Washing facilities are needed to clean the heli- 
copters for maintenance inspection and flying efficiency. The treat- 
ment plant is needed to process effluent from all washing areas so as 
to prevent stream pollution. 

Next is an item for aircraft fuel storage and dispensing facilities, 
estimated at $22,000. This will provide fuel storage of 20,000 gal- 
lons for aircraft. Aircraft fuel storage with dispensing outlets is 
required for a light cargo helicopter company. No such facilities 
are provided, and without them the helicopters would either be lim- 
ited in operational range or would have to be refueled by long truck 
haul, a costly and inefficient procedure. Flammable storage build- 
ing is required to provide separate storage of paints, dopes, lacquers, 
fibeisating oil and grease, for maintenance of aircraft in the light 
cargo helicopter company to be stationed at Fort Hood. 

The next item is for a heliport lighting system estimated at $127,- 
000. This heliport lighting system is required for night operation of 
rotary-wing aircraft and during periods of low visibility, and to per- 
mit tactical night training missions. Without lighting, helicopter 
operations would be limited to fair weather and daylight hours, and 
complete tactical training of rotary-wing aircraft could not be con- 
ducted. 

Next is for a hangar with shops estimated at $387,000. Hangar 
with shops is required to provide for major inspections, engine 
changes, structural repairs, postflight inspections and other mainte- 
nance of the 22 aircraft in a light cargo helicopter company, which 
must be accomplished on a 24-hour basis to support the training pro- 
gram. Existing prefabricated metal hangars provide only for main- 
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tenance of corps and division aircraft on an interim basis. Lack of 
the proposed hangar would result in maintenance delays and possible 
damage to costly deadlined aircraft. 

Next is an item for a fire and rescue station, estimated at $54,000. 
Fire and rescue station is required for fire protection of buildings 
and equipment at the Army airfield-heliport. The existing building 
being used for this purpose at the present fixed wing airfield has no 
equipment, maintenance, or dormitory space. It was constructed by 
a private bus company as a temporary facility during World War II, 
relocated to the airfield, has served its life expectancy, and will be 
demolished. If this facility is not provided fire and rescue opera- 
tions will ber equired to continue from a building that does not con- 
tain space for maintenance of equipment or quarters and kitchen for 
firemen. 

The next project is for the utilities extension in support of the 
heliport estimated at $170,000. Utilities extensions are required to 
provide sufficient water supply for drinking and sanitation purposes 
and for fire protection of buildings and equipment; to provide gas 
for heating; to provide necessary disposal of sanitary wastes; to sup- 
ply electrical power from the closest source; and to provide essential 
access roads. No utilities exist at the proposed site, and lack of them 
would endanger the health and safety of personnel, prevent proper 
safeguarding of buildings and equipment from fire damage, and 
eliminate essential light power and vehicular access for heliport 
operations. 

That concludes the aircraft facilities at Fort Hood. 

The next project is for 2 battalion classrooms estimated at $138,000. 
This project is required to support trooops housed in permanent bar- 
racks constructed in new areas without administration and training 
support. Barracks construction has progressed ahead of support 
facilities, thus there are no existing buildings that can be utilized. 
Temporary buildings in adjacent areas are fully utilized in support 
of troops occupying other permanent and temporary barracks. If 
eliminated or postponed, no classroom facilities will be available to 
meet the command, administrative, and training requirements for 
1,650 enlisted men, on a company and battalion basis. The use of 
training films and like material is precluded due to lack of required 
facilities, severely handicapping the instruction programs and train- 
ing schedules. Subject facilities will support both interim and per- 
manent requirements, and reduce mobilization construction require- 
ments. 

The next item is for a signal field-maintenance shop; this facility, 
estimated at $138,000, is urgently required for fourth echelon main- 
tenance responsibilities of a wide variety of signal equipment to sup- 
port an armored division and attached units, supporting units for 
Corps Headquarters and 58 USAR, ROTC, and National Guard 
satellites within the area of responsibility provided by area IV. 
Troop strength of these civilian component units is estimated at 
15,000. Satellite equipment population has doubled due to the 
impact of the Reserve Forces Act and elimination of reserve equip- 
ment pools. Total combined mission includes equipment for above- 
referenced organizations of some 85,000 pieces of equipment valued 
at approximately $50 million. 
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Next, an engineer field maintenance shop, estimated at $599,000. 
This shop is required to support the 3d and 4th echelon maintenance 
of an armored division, and engineer construction group and other 
nondivisional units. In addition, maintenance support is rendered 
the post engineer, Killeen Base, and Gray Air Force Base. The bulk 
of engineer field maintenance is created by the armored division 
and the engineer group. The engineer field maintenance shop sup- 
ports over 500 pieces of engineer equipment. The present building 
utilized by the field engineer equipment. The present building uti- 
lized by the field maintenance shop supports over 500 pieces of en- 
gineer equipment. The present building utilized by the field mainte- 
nance shop was constructed as a mobilization type battalion shop, 
and was originally designed for a tank destroyer and vehicular shop. 
Shops now utilized were constructed during 1943 and are deemed 
inadequate. Present temporary shop building will be demolished to 
clear site for permanent construction. 

The last item for Fort Hood is an item for a regimental headquar- 
ters building estimated at $155,000. This project is required to support 
3,300 enlisted personnel housed in permanent barracks in new troop 
areas constructed in fiscal year 1952-55 programs. Barracks construc- 
tion has progressed ahead of support facilities, thus there are no 
existing buildings to house the regimental administrative function 
in support of four battalions. Temporary buildings in adjacent areas 
are fully utilized in support of troops occupying other permanent and 
temporary barracks. 

Subject time is mandatory for tactical echelon combat command 
administrative and storage operations. If eliminated or postponed, 
no facility will be available to meet the command administrative 
requirement for one combat command, as there are no existing build- 
ings which can be utilized to satisfy this requirement. Troops housed 
in the new barracks areas cannot be efficiently, adequately, nor eco- 
nomically administered. 

The CHarmman. Now, the next one is Fort Polk, La. Operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $7,- 
734,000. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this is 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, Fort Hood is approved. 

General Suuter. This is the first increment, sir, of the request 
for permanent construction for Fort Polk, which as this committee 
knows has been recently made permanent. 

This is our principal big armored force manuever area, and there 
is an armored division permanently stationed here at this permanent 
installation. This is the first permanent construction request. 

The first group of items, 10 of them, are for Army aviation facilities. 

The remainder are for tank repair shops, and five permanent bar- 
racks, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Any questions on any of the items? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

You say there is a division permanently stationed at Fort Polk? 

General Suuter. There is an armored division at Fort Polk. 

Mr. Bray. Which one. 

General SuHuter. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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Mr. Bray. Did they move 1 of the 2 from Fort Hood? 


Mr. Kitpay. There were two at Fort Hood. 

One was moved, 

Mr. Bray. I didn’t know it was moved. That is all right. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr, Chairman, 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. I notice they have a $2 item there for easement cost. 
That is on a yearly basis, I suppose. 

General Suuter. It’s a one-time cost. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Duruam. At one time, and not forever. [Laughter. | 

General Suurer. The next station is Fort Polk, located 8 miles 
southeast of Leesville in Vernon Parish, La. This installation has a 
principal mission of training armored units. In addition, this is a 
maneuver headquarters and also supports Louisiana and Arkansas 
National Guard summer training. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$51.1 million. We estimate it will require $150.3 million authorization 
in the future to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $7.7 million in new 
authorization for 2 runways and 2 runup areas, taxiways, aircraft 
access aprons and facilities, aircraft parking area, aircraft fuel stor- 
age and dispensing, heliport lighting system, hangar with shops, 
utilities extension (heliport), 4 battalion tank shops and facilities (2 
motor parks), hardstands (2 battalion motor parks), 5 enlisted 
men’s barracks Ke man), 2 battalion messes, 2 battalion administra- 
tion and supply buildings, and a bachelor officers’ quarters. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

The 6,500 square yards of runways and runup areas at an estimated 
cost of $85,000 are required to furnish separate landing and takeoff 
facilities for approximately 34 cargo and utility helicopters. There 
are no helicopter facilities at this installation. Armored division or- 
ganic helicopters operate from the temporary airstrip. Planned sta- 
tioning of a light cargo helicopter company at Fort Polk requires pro- 
vision of separate helicopter facilities. 

The 6,700 square yards of taxiways at an estimated cost of $101,000 
are required for ground movement of helicopters simultaneously with 
landings and takeoffs on the runways for maximum utilization of the 
runways. They are necessary for efficient control of aircraft traffic 
between the runways and parking area in recognized paths. Paved 
taxiways will eliminate the hazard of rocks and trash being sucked 
into the rotor blades, which would have to be replaced at a minimum 
cost of $3,000 per set. There are no helicopter facilities at this in- 
stallation. Planned stationing of a light cargo helicopter company at 
Fort Polk requires provision of separate helicopter facilities. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities of 18,345 square yards at an 
estimated cost of $180,000 are required to support hangar with shops 
in this program of field maintenance of approximately 74 Army air- 
craft. These aprons will provide all-weather, dust-free access from 
the aircraft parking area to both end doors of the aircraft hangar. 
Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to prevent dirt and 
gravel from damaging aircraft engines, Washing facilities are needed 
to clean the aircraft for maintenance inspection and flying efficiency. 
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Aircraft access aprons and facilities of 13,625 square yards at an 
estimated cost of $174,000 are required to support hangar with ram 
in this program for maintenance of 22 aircraft assigned to a light 
cargo helicopter company. These aprons will provide all-weather, 
dust-free access from the aircraft parking area to both end doors of 
the aircraft hangar, Treated shoulders are required around the 

rons to prevent dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. 
Waekiant facilities are needed to clean the helicopters for maintenance 
inspection and flying efficiency. The treatment plant is needed to 
process effluent from all washing areas so as to prevent stream 
pollution. 

Sixteen thousand square yards of helicopter parking area at an 
estimated cost of $198,000 is necessary for loading, unloading, and 
servicing of aircraft. Lack of paved hardstands, when gr ound vehi- 
cles and personnel are _— the aircraft, would constitute a safety 
hazard to ground personnel and equipment as well as to aircraft, 
pilots, and passengers. Tiedown anchors are required to secure air- 
craft in windy weather and prevent their destruction. There are no 
helicopter facilities at this installation. Planned stationing of a 
light cargo helicopter company at Fort Polk requires provision of 
separate helicopter facilities. 

Twenty thousand gallons of aircraft fuel storage with dispensing 
outlets at an estimated cost of $22,000 is required for a light cargo 
helicopter company. No such facilities are provided, and without 
them the helicopters would either be limited in operational range or 
would have to be refueled by long truck haul, a costly and inefficient 
procedure. 

Flammable storage building is required to provide separate storage 
of paints, dopes, lacquers, lubric ating oil and grease, for m: Lintenance 
of aircraft in the light cargo helicopter company to be stationed at 
Fort Polk. 

A heliport lighting system at an estimated cost of $111,000 is re- 
quired for night operation of rotary-wing aircraft and during periods 
of low visibility, and to permit tactical night training missions. 
There are no helicopter facilities at this installation. Without light- 
ing, helicopter operations would be limited to fair weather and day- 
light hours, and complete tactical training of rotary-wing aircraft 
could not be conducted. 

A hangar with shops totaling 35,626 square feet at an estimated 
cost. of $593,000 is required as the nearest Ar my installation that 
could provide field maintenance support for this type of equip- 
ment is the semipermanent Transportation Corps field maintenance 
shop at Fort Hood, Tex., which is approximately 325 road-miles, or 
270 air-miles distant. Due to the distance from Fort Polk to Fort 
Hood, it is considered more economical] to establish a Transportation 
Corps field maintenance shop at Fort Polk, than to utilize the pres- 
ent facilities at Fort Hood. This building is required to support 
approximately 74 Army aircraft. Lack of the proposed hangar 
would result in maintenance delays and possible damage to costly 
deadlined aircraft. 

Another hangar with shops, totaling 21,266 square feet at an esti- 
mated cost of $400,000 is required to provide for major inspections, 
engine changes, structural repairs, postflight inspections and other 
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maintenance of the 22 aircraft in a light cargo helicopter company 
which must be accomplished on a 24-hour basis to support the train- 
ing program. No such facility is presently provided. 

Utilities extensions to the site of the proposed heliport at an esti- 
mated cost of $107,000 are required to provide sufficient water supply 
for drinking and sanitation purposes and for fire protection of build- 
ings and equipment; to provide gas for heating; to provide necessary 
disposal of sanitary wastes; to supply electrical power from the clos- 
est source; and to provide essential access roads. No utilities exist at 
the proposed site, and lack of them would endanger the health and 
safety of personnel, prevent proper safeguarding of buildings and 
equipment from fire damage, and eliminate essential light, power, 
and vehicular access for heliport operations. 

Four battalion tank shops and facilities for two motor parks at 
an estimated cost of $460,000 are required as at the present time tank 
battalions are sharing shop facilities which were originally designed 
and constructed for what now is an obsolete armored regiment. This 
shop space is inadequate for a single modern tank battalion in that 
the M48 tank will not fit in the shop. Use of these facilities is a 
deterrent to the continuous, extensive, and extremely important main- 
tenance program, required of a tank organization. Present facilities 
are of semipermanent construction and inadequate for maintenance of 
present-type armored vehicles. Present facilities will continue in use 
by troops now assigned to North Fort Polk because of lack of shop 
facilities. If this facility is not constructed at this time, maintenance 

. * * . . 
of armored equipment will be adversely affected. Failure to provide 
adequate shop space will cause a continuing hardship and materially 
affect the readiness of the armored division. The construction of this 
item will allow North Fort Polk to become completely inactivated, 
resulting in a monetary savings to the Government. 

Thirty-seven thousand eight hundred square yards of hardstands 
for two battalion motor parks at an estimated cost of $353,000 are 
required as this post, in its original construction, did not include 
sufficient motor park space, including hardstand, to adequately accom- 
modate an armored division. This construction of two additional 
battalion motor pools is necessary to meet requirements of heavy tank 
battalion, and the added mission of post motor pool and engineer field 
maintenance shop motor pool. At present. we are sharing, inade- 
quately, the facilities on a doubled-up basis, in the existing motor 
park, creating an inefficient operation with no unit security whatso- 
ever. Failure to provide adequate hardstand for parking of vehicles 
will cause a continuing hardship and materially affect the readiness 
of the armored division. 

Five barracks for enlisted men (326-man size) at an estimated cost 
of $3,384,000 are required to conform with master plan of this instal- 
lation. Existing facilities are mobilization-type barracks constructed 
in 1941 and 1942, were designed for emergency occupation and will 
be retained for mobilization use. Elimination of this project will 
require the continued use of present barracks and will delay this post 
in implementing the permanent barracks construction program. 

Two battalion messes totaling 23,320 square feet at an estimated 
$666,000 are required to support the barracks in this program which 
are a part of the permanent peacetime construction. 
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Two battalion administration and supply buildings totaling 26,250 
square feet at an estimated cost of $430,000 are required to support 
barracks in this program which are a part of the permanent peacetime 
construction. 

A bachelor officers’ quarters (60 man) at an estimated cost of 
$470,000 is required as there are no permanent bachelor officers’ quar- 
ters at this installation. Existing facilities are 2-story buildings of 
the mobilization type constructed in 1941, 38 rooms per building, 
washing and toilet facilities are all on the first floor, and will be 
retained for mobilization use. Failure to provide permanent peace- 
time quarters for bachelor officers will cause a continuing hardship 
on unmarried officers, the majority of which are young officers in their 
first tour of duty. 

Mr. Kiupay. I offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Let the counsel report the amendment. 

Mr. Kelleher, read the amendment. 

Mr. Ketitener. On page 5, following line 21, insert the following: 

Fort Sam Houston, Tex. Acquisition of land and improvements, $675,000. 


Mr. Kurpay. Mr. Chairman, I am not a real estate salesman nor am 
I totally unselfish in offering this. Last fall I got the report that there 
was a survey being made for the consolidation of Army and Air 
Force exchange services in the State of Texas, and that it contem- 
plated the removal of the post exchange service from Fort Sam Hous- 
ton because of the lack of space. 

There is no justification in the Department on this, I grant you. 
As a matter of fact, this building became available I think too late 
for it to have been in there in any event. 

But anyway, on March 4, I attempted to have the Army, the Depart- 
ment of the Army, make a survey of the type of building, the cost of 
replacement and so on. 

Under date of March 14, Gen. Keith Barney wrote me: 

Since this building is private property and not located on Government-owned 
land and the physical characteristics of the structure are not available to the 
Department of the Army, it would not appear proper for the Army to request 
such information from the owners unless acquisition is contemplated. I suggest 
that the owners of the building be requested to furnish this information direct 
to you. 

So that is the only place that I am able to give you the informa- 
tion. I have secured that, and ask unanimous consent to place in 
the record a description of the buildings and a transcript of the 
cost, the assessment and the value of it. 

Now, this is the former home office of the United States Services 
Automobile Association. I am sure all the military men here know 
that association and probably carry their automobile insurance in 
it. It outgrew its home office. This property is located adjacent 
to the National Bank of Fort Houston, across the street from the 
quadrangle at Fort Sam Houston. That makes it within 2 or 300 
feet of the front door of the office of the commanding general of the 
Fourth Army. 

The building is composed of 3 units, easily divided. The main 
building, a 3-story addition, the annex—the gross area of the entire 
building is 92,050 square feet. In addition, there is a small struc- 
ture of 560 square feet located at the rear of the building, which is 
built as a garage and used for storage. 
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The entire building is air-conditioned, and both the interior and 
the exterior of the building have been kept in excellent condition 
with meticulous maintenance. 

Also, a part of the property are three nearby parking lots ac- 
commodating 175 automobiles. All lots are paved and marked. 

The transcript that I am placing in the record indicates that the 
land alone cost the association $118,000. The building cost them 
$1,369,000. The property has been depreciated on the books of the 
association, and in addition it was built right at Fort Sam Houston 
because it was dealing exclusively with military personnel. 

They now employ some 900 or 1,000 employees. They had to build 
a big new building and so moved out. 

It is a matter—I am sure if they are asked down there if they 
need it, they will say they can use it to very good advantage. 

It is a permanent building, of steel and concrete construction. 

The Cramman. How tall a building is it ? 

Mr. Kirpay. The main building is three stories. 

The Cuarrman. Is it brick or stone? 

Mr. Kirpay. It is brick—well, I can give you that. You see, 
there are three buildings. The main building 

The CHarrman. Three buildings. 

Mr. Kupay. This is 2-story portion, the second floor set back 
50 feet, consists of 29 private offices, and 17 with private toilets and 
14 general office spaces. Construction is reinforced joist floors and 
roof decks; hollow tile walls, brick veneered to the second floor on 
street sides and stucco on remainder. York air-conditioning plant. 
Outside aluminum blinds. Suspended fluorescent fixtures designed 
for office areas. Rubber-tile floor finish throughout. Acoustical tile 
is used on all ceilings. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Kilday, you are familiar with the building, 
and you are familiar with the fort and all the activities there. 

Do you think the Army and the Congress would be warranted to 
acquire this building ? 

Mr. Kitpay. Ido. And at this price, I think you can hardly afford 
toletit go. It couldn’t be acquired 

The Cuairman. Can the Army find appropriate use for this build- 
ing ¢ 

Mr. Kivpay. Beyond all question. 

Now, at the time I got the information of this survey, I was serving, 
as you know, at the United Nations, on the Atomic Energy Conference 
and I had members of the staff check as to possibility of that move. 

It was verified that it was in the study stage. I know when you 
start moving, because you don’t have space, there is no stopping it. 
And I don’t know anything the Army can move for $675,000. I think 
we are well justified to put it in at this stage. I submit from the 
information here the Army will be in a position and the Department 
will be in position to verify it. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I have confidence in the sound judgment of 
Mr. Kilday. No man has contributed more to the services for the 
Department of the Army than Mr. Kilday. So as far as he is con- 
cerned, I am going to rely on his sound judgment, which we all rely 
on day by day. 

Without objection—— 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I am not opposing Mr. Kilday, but with no evidence 
that the Army needs it or wants it or can use it—I have no doubt but 
what that is true. But it seems to me, I am not going to be difficult 
about it. But we ought to at least get somebody from the Army to 
state they need it. It sounds very good, and I have no doubt about it. 
But here just on the statement of a member that they would like to 
sell the building to the Army—there is no doubt in my mind is correct. 

But what evidence do we have in the record here? And ever ybody 
on the floor does not know of the work that Mr. Kilday has done in this 
committee. No one has greater admiration for him than I. We are 
starting it seems to me a very dangerous precedent. 

Mr. Kiar. Mr. Chairman, this is just a practical suggestion. I 
attempted in March, which was probably then too late to get into the 
estimates, to have the Department make that survey. It wasn’t done. 
Now, I have placed in the record detailed information as to the prop- 
erty, which puts, it is the only way I know of that we can get the 
Army in the position of saying whether or not they can use it, and 
whether they want it, for us at this stage to include it in the bill, and 
then they can get all of the information from the field. 

The Cuamman. Even if this authorization is approved, if the 
Army doesn’t conclude it wants it, it won’t ask for the ote 

Mr. Kizpay. That is right. I think they will come in with a fine 
justification for it. 

Mr. Reece. It will put them in a position when they go before 
the Senate of giving detailed information. 

Mr. Kupay. That is right. 

Mr. Reece. To substantiate the views you have given us. 

Mr. Kipay. This is the home office of one of the largest mutual 
automobile associations in the country, especially dealing with the 
military. They left it only because it had gotten too small. 

Mr. Reece. And the Army is getting a building, and real estate 
which cost the insurance company about $1,400,000. 

The Cuarman. For $600,000. 

Mr. Reece. $600,000. 

Mr. Smart. $675,000. 

Mr. Reece. It is only 3 years or something like that. 

Mr. Kizpay. I think portions of it. Some of it is older than that. 
It is in fine shape. 

The Cuatrman. Any suggestions from any members of the com- 
mittee to Mr. Kilday? 

(No response. ) 

(The information is as follows :) 
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Real estate owned, 1400 Bast Grayson St. area, Feb. 11, 1957 


[Paving and fencing not included] 
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| Land | Building 
| Purchase | City | Purchase | City ratio ratio 
price, | assessed price, | assessed assessed assessed 
land | value, building | value, value to value to 
| land | building | purchase | purchase 
| price price 
| (percent) (percent) 
| | | 
Lots 47 and 48 | $7,039.00 | $8, 170 |$1. 312, 020. 61 |$358, 350. 00 116. 07 | 27.31 
Lots 49 and 55... -------| 10,622.50 | 8, 760 | 0 0 $8.7 4. -.23643-24. 
Lot 56 (W. 29.6)...------2.---| 6,850.51 | 2,810 | o | 0 Ny ap 
Lot 50..-..-- | 18,309.07 | 1, 100 | 0 | 0 6.01 |_. oie 
Lot 58 (E, 82.3’)... -----| 14,356. 25 | 300 | 57, 236.95 | 27, 430.00 2.09 | 47.92 
Lot A45! oe i 9, 125. 00 | 770 | 0 0 8. 44 | ee 
Lots 51 and N, 25’ of 52! 19, 319. 90 | 900 4 0 4. 66 | : 
Lots 53 and 54 and 8. 37.6’ of | | | 
adi: oo aii dunbes 18,451.00 | 1, 280 | 0 o | 6.94 | "a 
Lots 1 and 2!........- | 14,036. 25 1, 740 | 0 | 0 BOP Lntecntcetiona 
| sete ia cielo tie ot aiid 7 ae 
etek: bocce ----| 118, 118. 48 25, 830 | 1, 369, 257. 56 | 385, 780. 00 21. 87 | 28. 17 
To balance with general led- | | | 
ger: Less difference in book | | 
value and appraisal in 1936, | | 
land ogatteataadéiaeiesial —4, 607. 62 | | , bi ie ub at i : 
General ledger. .........| 113, 510. 86 | I | 
} | 
Paving and fencing included 
Lots 47 and 48..........-..--- | $7,039.00 | $8,170 0 | 0 | S108 bekcit 22 eeas 
Lots 49 and 55 . 10, 792. 50 &, 760 0 | 0 81.17 
Lot 56 (W. 29.6’) 6, 859. 51 2, 810 0 0 | 40. 97 | . 
Lot 50 : 18, 309. 07 1, 100 0 | 0 | On t..25.5.024 
Lot 58 (E. 82.3’)... -- ; | 14,356. 25 300 0 | 0 | eee 
Lot A45 !__. . 11, 603. 02 1, 320 0} 0 | 11.38 | es 
Lots 51 and N. 25’ of 52! 24, 198. 90 2, 020 0 | 0 | 8. 35 “ 
Lots 53 and 54 and 8. 37.6’ of | | | 
§2) a ‘ | 21, 498.35 | 2, 190 | 0 | 0 MD Te ic. asak- 
Lots 1 and 2!_.. | 19, 971. 00 2,770 | 0 | 0 | 13. 87 | 
Total_..................] 134, 627. 60 29, 440 | 0 | 0 | RM. OF LL 2itd. 
| | | 
1 Parking area. 
| | Land and 
Country | Land ratio}; building 
Purchase | County Purchase assessed assessed | ratio 
price, | assessed | price, value, value to | assessed 
land value, | building land and purchase | value to 
} | land building price purchase 
| | (percent) | price 
| (percent) 
ES ES | } _ —_ “| _ —_ -— — Pa a ———e 
Lots 47, 48, 49, 50, 55, and 
W. 29.6’ of 56 _ $42, 830. 08 | 0 ($1, 369, 257. 56 | $185, 200 | 0 13. 12 
Lot 58 (E. 82.3’)... 14, 356. 25 $320 | ape 0 2. 23 oS 
Lot A45 9, 125. 00 | 500 | 0 0 5. 48 ; 
Lot 51 15, 298. 90 | 590 0 0 | 3. 86 
Lot 52 (N. 25’) | 4,021.00 180 o | 0 | 4. 48 
Lots 53, 54, and 37.6’ of 52....| 18, 451.00 | 1, 140 0 | 0 | 6. 18 Pe 
Lots 1 and 2 --| 14, 036. 25 | 1, 170 | eo." 0 8. 34 
Total 118, 118. 48 | 3,900 | 1, 369, 257. 56 185, 200 | 3. 30 | 12.71 
| 


The former home office building of United Services Automobile Association, 
at 1400 East Grayson Street, San Antonio, Tex., faces Grayson Street to the 
north and is bounded on the west and south by Spofford and Quitman Streets, 
respectively. 

It is located adjacent to the National Bank of Fort Sam Houston, across the 
street from the quadrangle at Fort Sam Houston, and less than one block from 
a post office substation. 
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The building is composed of 3 units, easily divided, as follows: the main 
building, the 3-story addition, the annex (breakdown on each to follow). The 
gross floor area of the entire building is 92,050 square feet and the total rentable 
area consists of 64,803 square feet. In addition, there is a small structure of 
560 square feet located at the rear of the building, which was built as a garage 
but used for storage. 

The entire building is air-conditioned and both the interior and exterior of 
the building have been kept in excellent condition by meticulous maintenance. 

Also a part of the property are 3 nearby parking lots, accommodating 175 
automobiles. All lots are paved and marked. 


1. The main building 

This 2-story portion (second floor set back 50 feet) consists of 29 private 
offices (17 with private toilets) and 14 general office spaces. 

Construction is reinforced concrete; concrete joisted floors and roof decks; 
hollow tile walls, brick veneered to the second floor on street sides and stucco 
on remainder. York air-conditioning plant. Outside aluminum blinds. Sus- 
pended fluorescent fixtures designed for office areas. Rubber tile floor finish 
throughout. Acoustical tile is used on all ceilings. 

The main building is equipped with two dumbwaiters, a passenger elevator 
with a capacity of 2,000 pounds and a freight elevator with a capacity of 3,000 
pounds, the latter 2 carrying 13 and 20 persons, respectively. 

The total gross number of square feet, including basement, first and second 
floors is 47,364 and the rentable area consists of 29,941 square feet. 

The main entrance is on Grayson Street, with a rear entrance provided on 
Quitman Street and a side entrance and loading dock on Spofford. The property 
on which the main building is located is zoned as a commercial (J) district. 


2. The three-story addition 

Construction of this portion is the same as used for the main building. In 
addition, the walls of the first floor are acoustically finished and one-half of this 
floor is floated on cork. The entire floor is wired for IBM tabulating equipment. 
York air-conditioning plant; outside aluminum blinds, suspended fluorescent 
fixtures, rubber tile floor finish throughout, acoustical tile on all ceilings. 

The addition is equipped with 1 dumbwaiter and a passenger elevator serv- 
ing all 3 floors with a capacity of 2,500 pounds, carrying 16 persons. There are 
also centrally located stairs and fire escapes. 

The first 2 floors connect with the main building by a central corridor. In- 
dependent of the main building, 1 entrance is provided on Spofford Street and 
another entrance on Quitman Street. 

Total gross square feet of this addition is 37,326, and rentable area consists 
of 29,346 square feet. The addition is classified as local retail district (F). 


8. One-story annex 

The annex is built on a heavy reinforced concrete slab with steel frame and 
clay tile stuccoed walls; built-up roof on Stran steel metal deck. Floors are 
finished with asphalt tile and ceiling finished with acoustical tile. Trane air- 
conditioning plant ; suspended fluorescent fixtures. 

The annex consists of 7 private offices and 6 general office areas and connects 
to the main building by means of a corridor-vestibule. This vestibule provides 
a private entrance from Grayson Street and another entrance is provided from 
Quitman Street. There is also a receiving dock on Quitman Street. 

The total gross square feet is 7,360 and the rentable area consists of 5,516 
square feet. The annex is classified as local retail district (F). 

Owners: United Services Automotive Association, USAA Building, 4119 
Broadway, San Antonio 9, Tex. TAylor 6—-8621 (Col. Robert E. Joseph, counsel.) 


ESSENTIAL ITEMS WHICH WILL REMAIN WITH THE BUILDING LOCATED AT 1400 EAST 
GRAYSON STREET, SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 


1. All fire extinguishers. 

2. All teletalk installed cables—no instruments. 

3. All fixed installations. 

4, All semifixed installations—to include but not necessarily limited to: (7) 
All partitions, (b) drinking fountains, (c) venetian blinds, (d) outside metal 
shutters, (€) all dispensing machines, fixtures, and built-ins such as vanities, 
mirrors, etc., (f) USAA sign on top of building, (7g) USAA sign on grounds, front 
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of building, (h) second-floor snack bar, (i) second- and third-floor patio awn- 
ings, (j) large chart on outer east wall of vault, (k) all bulletin boards, (7) all 
fixed built-in shelves. 

The CuHairman. Without objection, the amendment is approved. 

Polk is approved. Now, the next is the Fifth Army area. Fort 
Carson, Colo. Troop housing and utilities, $3,022,000. 

Now, General, why shouldn’t Fort Carson continue to be maintained 
just about like it is? I want you to justify now any expenditure at 
Fort Carson. We don’t want to overshadow Fort Carson with the 
Air Academy. We don’t want the Air Academy to overshadow Fort 
Carson. So why shouldn’t it be particularly sensible thing to do, 
to just let Fort Carson stand just about like it is, because it was kept 
there for the purpose of training in mountain warfare and that sort 
of passed away. I am not so anxious to expand Fort Carson. I am 
perfectly willing to keep it in sort of status quo. Because you can’t 
in this little community of Colorado Springs—you know water is 
valuable there—have two great military installations like the Air 
Academy and Fort Carson. So, let’s don’t be too fast in trying to 
expand Fort Carson. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this is not an expansion of Fort 
Carson. This is a permanent 

The Cuarrman. Well, let’s see what it is. 

General Suuter. May I 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then, if you put those barracks there 
to take care of 1,200 men, that means you are going to keep them 
there. 

General Suuter. That means we are taking them out of wooden 

The Cuamman. What? 

General Suuter. It means we are taking them out of the same kind 
of barracks we are taking them out of at other permanent stations. 
They are wooden, World War II type barracks, sir. 

The Cuamman. It might be you want to keep it and you got to 
give them good quarters to live in. 

Now, let’s see what the next item is? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, can I ask him a question about that? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. As I recall—some of us went out to see what was being 
done out there a couple of years ago. My recollection is that you did 
have wood barracks out there, but that they were in mighty fine condi- 
tion and in such fine condition that those that you were moving you 
were not tearing down, but were moving and rehabilitating for use. 

Mr. Bray. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, a frame building out there in this area is entirely 
different from a frame building in a more humid area insofar as its 
life is concerned and its maintenance costs, isn’t that correct ? 

General Suuter. I believe it is true that the maintenance cost weuld 
be lower in that climate than in certain humid climates. However, 
sir, the buildings that you are talking about that we moved we set up 
for guard and Reserve summer training use only, and we are not mov- 
ing any more buildings. We are tearing them, demolishing them, 
where we have to make room for the permanent barracks, 

Mr. Harpy. That is just exactly the point. If they are satisfactory, 
and not going to be too costly to maintain for your summer training 
or whatever it is, I see no particular reason why they should be torn 
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down and replaced with masonry barracks just for the sake of having 
masonry barracks. 

General Suuter. Mr. Hardy, it is altogether different to live 2 to 4 
weeks during the summertime ‘than to live all year long in a very cold 
climate in the winter in these type of barracks. They are vastly dif- 
ferent than the permanent barracks we are building, sir. 

I feel that these soldiers in this division—there is a division sta- 
tioned there, permanent station and permanent division, are just as 
entitled to permanent barracks as any other division in the United 
States, sir, at any station. 

Mr. Harpy. I would certainly say that they are entitled to com- 
parable barracks, yes; but I am not convinced that you have to have 
masonry barracks to make them comfortable. 

General Suuter. Sir, the design of the masonry barracks is vastly 
different from the long squad room, with no partitions, and posts in 
the middle of it that are warped, and which heats very inefficiently. 
At least, we have a comfortable condition in these masonry barracks. 

Mr. Harpy. If the degree of deterioration of the barracks you are 
tearing down—that is not very much, is that correct ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; it is considerable, but not as much as you 
would find in more humid climates. But these were built in World 
War II, sir. They are quite old. They were built of wood, tempo- 
rary 

Mr. Harpy. I am living in a frame house that was built 150 years 
ago, and I wouldn’t trade it for any masonry house you have here. 
But that is my preference, and I am not suggesting that the soldiers 
ought to live in them. 

General Suuter. Sir, I have commanded troops in both types of 
barracks, and I assure you that the morale, sir, of soldiers living in 
these World War II, wooden-type barracks is considerably lower than 
if they lived in the modern barracks we are trying to give them today. 

Mr. Harpy. I certainly can’t comment on that because I don’t know. 

Just one other thought in connection with the observation or the 
question raised by the chairman. I note that the estimated future 
authorization, if you are not going to expand this post, is pretty high. 
$194,787,000. Now, that is more than you already have invested. 

General SHuier. May I comment on that, sir? The fact that we 
need additional authorization is not necessarily an expansion of any- 
thing. It is more often a replacement of wornout or old facilities 
that we replace by building permanent facilities. 

This is not an expansion. For 2 years now I have testified on Fort 
Carson, as the chairman will remember, in connection with the water 
supply, and the Air Academy, and the post. 

It seems to me that if the Army says there is a division stationed 
there and it is a parmanent station, the division is entitled to the same 
shake as any other division in the United States. That is all we are 
asking for. We are not even 20 percent along the way of permanent 
construction on this station. We are lower in permanent facilities at 
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this station than any other division permanent station, other than Fort 
Polk, I can cite. 

The Cuatrman. The gentleman is correct. He knows the posi- 
tion that I have had. I tried to straighten it out with the two secre- 
taries in my office. This is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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The Cuarmman. I do think that Fort Carson and the Air Acad- 


emy—TI know all about it. I know all the background about it. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman 

The Cratrman. I am hoping that you can live at least in peace out 
there without too much friction. I am satisfied you will. But the 
best way to do is sort of slow down on one while we are building the 
other. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, we are glad to have the Air Force 
out there. 

The Cuarrman. What did you say? 

General Sauter. We are glad to have the Air Force in the area. 

The Cuatrman. I know you are. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I make a comment. My sympa- 
thies here would be with the Army. They were in there. The Air 
Force had plenty of opportunity to study this problem and to under- 
stand what their problem on the water supply would be. They had 
many sites offered to them throughout the country where they could 
have had adequate water supply without tampering with other water 
supply. 

The Cuarrman. I did my best to keep them from going there. 

Mr. Pricer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuamrman. Mr. Bray 

Mr. Bray. I was with the same party that Mr. Hardy was, that 
visited Fort Carson. We went out to the Air Force Academy. And 
I for one certainly thought they picked a very poor place for the 
Academy. But, at that time these plans were not made for Fort 
Carson. 

The Cuarrman. They had then declared it a permanent installation. 

Mr. Bray. In fact, the whole thing developed in a rather unusual 
way. I don’t want to be too critical. But the reason they gave at the 
time was they had to maintain Camp Hale. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. That was the reason they gave us out there. I thought 
Camp Hale must be some enormous establishment. I found out it 
wasn’t very large. And since they built Fort Carson and propose 
ultimately to spend $174 million—one of the main reasons they gave 
was to maintain Camp Hale. Now, they have abandoned Camp Hale. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. It is a very difficult matter to understand. We were out 
there. We found the water problem was very severe, contrary to what 
they tell us here. As I recall—and I know I am right because I re- 
viewed the matter last evening—General Carter testified here and he 
stated at that time that the barracks at Fort Carson, or Camp Carson, 
whichever they called it, were in excellent condition and they did not 
need one barracks to move the men there. He said they were in a 
very fine state. In fact, they weren’t used very much in World 
War II. 

At least, they were in a superior state of repair. The Air Force has 
been adamant against putting another base—at least considering a 
large base in there next to it. We asked them what they were going 
to do at Fort Carson with those barracks, which were as nice as I have 
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seen of World War II barracks, in the finest. condition, and they said, 
“No, we are not going to tear them down, we are keeping them so we 
can put another division in there.” 

General Suuter. That is not so, sir. Only in the event of a mobili- 
zation. 

Mr. Bray. I am very fearful that when certain purposes back of 
building up a large Fort Carson—I think many of us know the cer- 
tain reasons for it that we do not care to discuss here. How do we 
know that next year it will not go the same way that Camp Hale has 
gone, or in a short time? 

The Carman. Oh, no; you needn’t worry about it. Unless Con- 
gress does something about it, it will always stay there. 

Mr. Bray. Perhaps in a fight between the services it will stay. But 
I think we ought to wait a few years, 2 or 3 years, and see. Camp 
Hale was one of the greatest bases they had. They are building a 
base to support it for $174 million and now it is abandoned. 

General SuHuter. Congressman—Mr. Chairman, I respectfully ask 
I be given a chance to reply to Mr. Bray. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir; we will give you every chance. 

General Suuter. First, I wish to read a quote of what I said in 
the record last year before three committees of the Congress, one 
time before this committee. It is very short, defending Fort Carson. 
I will give you the title of the bills if you require it (reading) : 
This— 
naming Fort Carson— 


is a normal division training post in addition to supporting Camp Hale, just 
like Fort Lewis, just like Fort Benning. 
It— 


naming Fort Carson— 


is an infantry division training station in its own right, besides supporting 
mountain and cold warfare type training. 
It— 


naming Fort Carson again— 


is a division post in the permanent Army, and the division trains as a division 
regardless of Camp Hale. 

I have never deliberately, sir, misled this committee on the status 
of Camp Hale. In fact, we stopped all construction at Camp Hale. 
We have practically constructed nothing there, although this commit- 
tee last year authorized some construction for Camp Hale. We 
stopped that construction. We didn’t go ahead with it. We are not 
going ahead with it. We have no intention of moving out of Camp 
Carson, sir—Fort Carson, I beg your pardon. 

Now, as regards the other matter—and I am through, sir, unless 
you have some more questions—lI wish to put this in the record. And 
this as absolutely factual, that the Acting Secretary of the Army 
approved Fort Carson as a permanent installation on January 29, 
1954. The Air Force announced their decision to move into Colorado 
Springs with the Air Force Academy, I believe, on June 24, 1954. 

Now, it is true that the general order which confirmed the decision 
of the Secretary of the Army—and he had the power to make that 
decision—was General Order No. 60, dated July 1, 1954, which was 
slightly after the Air Force announced decision, but the Army had 
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no intention of making Fort Carson permanent just because the Air 
Force was going to select that area for an Air Academy, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I am glad you cleared that up. Because I was 
under the impression it was just the other way, that when it began 
to appear that the Air Force was going in there, then the Army 
stepped in and made it permanent. 

General S SuHuuteErR. No, sir. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. I know I had a conference with the two secre- 
taries. I am not going to refer to what took place. But there has 
always been a little friction there. 

Now, let me get this cleared up in my mind. What did we author- 
ize for Carson last year? This is a big place. This is 111,000 acres. 
And you lease 25,000. You spent $37 million there. And ‘when you 
get through with this project in some days ahead it is going to cost 
$257 7 million. Let’s see what we did last year. 

General Suuter. While we are looking for that, Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to point out for the benefit of the committee two things 
about the inventory figures on these sheets. 

In the first place, they include not only permanent construction but 
any construction done there in the inventory. 

In the second place, they represent. the cost of doing that at the 
time, which, of course, was considerably lower than it would be to do 
future construction. I merely wanted to make that plain, because 
it doesn’t compare with the future authorization requirement which 
would be for permanent type construction, probably at higher cost. 

The Cuairman. How much did we authorize last year at Carson? 
Of course, I agree with you thoroughly. The answer was 

General SHULER. $3,253,000, sir. I have the items here, if you wish 
to know them. 

The CHarrman. Call them. Read them out. 

General SuHuter. Thirteen ammunition igloos, $388,000. 

Land acquisition, $522,000. 

And I remind the committee that was land within the boundaries of 
Fort Carson, leased from the State, which we are acquiring in fee. 

A regimental headquarters at $154,000. 

Three enlisted men’s barracks, $2.05 35.000. 

Adn 2 battalion classrooms, $145,000. 

The CHamman. Now, let’s see what military use is being made 
of Fort Carson. 

General Suuter. Fort Carson, sir, is the—— 

The Cuarrman. Infantry. 

General Suuter. E ighth Infantry Division, Training Station, plus 
nondivisional troops assigned there in addition to the division. Itisa 
gyroscope station, sir, where that division would gyroscope oversea 
and another division from overseas would gyroscope back in, so ond 
would always be a division stationed there. 

The CHatrMan. 24,000 men there now. 

General Suvuter. There is a total there now, sir, of about 24,000 men. 

The Cuairman. Of course 

General SHuter. And about 1,600 civilians. 

The CuarrmMan. Of course, since it was made permanent. and not- 
withstanding the fact that we are sorry the Air Academy got in there 
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and started all this ruckus, it is nothing but the sensible and proper 
things to go on and maintain it. I was hoping you might get away 
from it, which you can’t. It is just one of these things that we have 
and we will just have to go on. 

Mr. Harpy. May I ask him just one other question ¢ 

The CHARMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. I notice that according to this sheet there are no perm- 
anent enlisted men’s barracks there now at all. 

General Sauter. There are none in the inventory, sir. Unfortu- 
nately, until they are 100 percent completed, the financial books on 
the contract closed out, and they are occupied, we can’t pick them up 
in the inventory. We have a number in various stages of construc- 
tion, sir, and some near completion. 

Mr. Harpy. All of the barracks that are in use are the World War II 
mobilization-type barracks. 

General Sauter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman,. All in favor of this item hold up your hands. 

Mr. Harpy. I am in favor of the item except for one thing, Mr. 
Chairman. I don’t know why they need any more authorization. 

The Cuatrrman. Make the motions, and we will vote on your motion. 
I am voting on the whole thing. Now, if you have any particular 
item you don’t want to agree ton 

Mr. Harpy. I haven't : any particular item that I want taken out, 
but I did want to find out why they haven’t any permanent barracks 
constructed, and they have an unused authorization for 8,000 spaces, 
and why do they need any more? That is all I wanted to ask. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—— 

General Suuter. Sir, because six of these barracks are practically 
completed, sir, and will be occupied in the very near future. We have 
been constructing them, plus six more that are about 25 percent 
completed. 

Mr. Harpy. Can you tell me how long they have been under con- 
struction, any of them ? 

General Suuter. Sir, about 2 years. We have only been up here 
about 3 years, sir, on authorization for this post, because it hasn’t 
been permanent very long. 

The Cuarrman. All in favor of approving items 86—items on page 
86 and on page 87 at Fort Carson—hold up your hands. 

Count them, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiitener. Nine ayes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All opposed hold up your hands. 

Mr. Ketiener. Two, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The vote is 9 in favor of approving the separate 
items on page 86 

Mr. Kizpay. The majority. 

The Cuatrman. The majority approves it. Therefore, the item in 
the bill is agreed to. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement ? 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Price. I don’t think we should direct any criticism at all to the 
Army in connection with Fort Carson. 

The CHarrman. I am not. 
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Mr. Price. They were in there. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Price. The Air Force knew they were in there. 

The Cuatrman. That is right, the Air Force and everybody else 
knew it. I think that chapter ought to be closed now because we 
committed ourselves last year and are committing ourselves again to 
maintain it. I was very sorry when the Air Force went out there 
It should have gone in the middle part of the country instead of way 
out there. I couldn’t do anything. I thought I would slow it up, 
but I couldn’t. 

General Suuuer. Fort Carson is located 4 miles south of Colorado 
Springs, Colo. This installation is engaged in training of the 8th 
Infantry Division and nondivisional troops. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $37.8 million. We estimate it will require $194.8 million authori- 
zation in the future to complete the permanent plant required to sup- 
port the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $3 million 
in new authorization for 8 items as follows 

1) Two enlisted men’s barracks: Warrant officers’ mess (652 men), 
$1,375,000. This project is required to provide a portion of the enlisted 
men’s permanent barracks requirement. Existing barracks are World 
War II mobilization type which require much repai ‘and rehabilita- 
tion to provide adequate housing. 

These existing facilities will be dismantled to provide sites for 
future permanent construction. Elimination of this project will re- 
quire the continued use of present barracks. 

(2) Battalion mess, $357,000. This project is required to support 
barracks in this program. 

(3) Battalion administration and supply building, $241,000. This 
project is required to support barracks in this program. 

(4) Improvements and extension—electric distribution system, 
$111,000. To provide for adequate electric services in both canton- 
ment area and housing area, to provide better balance due to shift- 
ing population areas and to eliminate two distribution voltages, 

Areas presently being served by two systems with substantial over- 
load on the old cantonment area system. If not provided, the system 
will be unbalanced with varying voltages and lacking in proper 
Hexibility. 

(5) Imp rovements and extension—gas distribution system, $48,000. 
Extensions to existing mains are aeomel to increase pressure and to 
support gas demand to new buildings and relocate main in areas where 
new buildings will be located over existing mains, replace existing 
mains which are badly deteriorated. 

Immediate needs are being met in all areas by extension and en- 
largement to existing system in the fiscal year 1956 MCA program. 
If not provided pressures and supplies will be inadequate in some areas 
and serious leakage will develop and future building will be delayed 
while piping is being rerouted. 

(6) Improvement and extension—sanitary and storm sewer sys- 
tem, $247,000: Item is required to relieve existing sanitary sewers 
which will be overloaded due to shift in population centers as new 
housing and barracks are occupied. It will also provide minimum 
storm-drainage requirements in newly built-up areas. Present sani- 
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tary sewers adequate but will not be as building program progresses. 
Present storm drainage is mainly by means of open ditches. 

If item is not provided the present sanitary sewers will be sur- 
charged causing flooding of basements and unsanitary conditions, 
and as more paved and roofed areas are built the changed pattern of 
runoff will cause extensive erosion unless the flow is confined through 
certain areas. 

(7) Improvements and extension, water system, $465,000: Item is 
required to provide proper fire flows and pressures in housing and 
hospital area, to strengthen water system to areas presently served 
by small or inadequate 1 mains where recent or contemplated construc- 
tion has changed or will change the demand pattern radically. 

Need is now being met in the housing, warehouse, and shop areas by 
minimum extensions to existing system in the fiscal year 1956 MCA 
program. These extensions will provide domestic water at minimum 
pressure and minimum fire flows at reduced pressures in the areas 
affected. The effect if not provided will be to leave the housing area 
with inadequate fire protection. 

(8) Extension roads, housing area, $178,000 : These roads are needed 
to eliminate dead-end streets in Capehart housing area and to provide 
access to the elementary school, noncommissioned officers open mess 
and park in the noncommissioned officers housing area, and to connect 
company grade officer housing area and field grade officers housing 
area with elementary and junior and senior high school areas 

Currently 500 Capehart housing units and 439 MCA housing units 
are either under contract or being prepared for contract. An addi- 
tional 561 MCA housing units are authorized. The roads covered by 
this project will provide circulation and access to school area and 
other facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, it is approved. The next item 
is Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

Utilities, $336,000. 

I think we ought to close the chapter on Camp Carson, on the 
controversy with the Air Force, from now on. 

What about Fort Leavenworth. Emergency power building. 
Electric transmission line underground. 

General Suuer. These are both, sir, projects for the Midwest 
Relay Center located at Fort Carson in connection with the trans- 
mitter and receiver building of that net, sir. 

Fort Leavenworth is located near Leavenworth, Kans. This in- 
stallation is the location of the Command and General Staff College 
and United States Disciplinary Barracks. The Midwest Relay Cen- 
ter which provides communications service to the Fourth and Fifth 
Armies is also located here. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $18.4 million. We estimate it will require $18.1 million authori- 
zation in the future to complete the poet plant required to sup- 
port the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $336,000 
in the new authorization for 2 items ios the Midwest Relay Center 
as follows: 

(1) Emergency power building, transmitter, $236,000. This project 
is required to provide a source of emergency electric power to insure 
uninterrupted operation of the Midwest Relay Center, which is essen- 
tial, in case of failure of commercial source of power. The Midwest 
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Relay Center was authorized in fiscal years 1956 and 1957 and is now 
under construction. 

Need for emergency power building will exist as soon as the relay 
center is completed and placed in operation. Barracks No. 1 assigned 
by post commander for use in connection with operation of trans- 
mitter station to be rehabilitated as required. If this project is not 
provided uninterrupted operation of the Midwest Relay Center will 
be seriously jeopardized. 

(2) Relocate electric transmission line underground, $100,000: 
Present overhead line when activated will interfere with operation 
of Midwest Relay Center receiving station. A 12,400-volt overhead 
emergency standby electric power line extends across Fort Leaven- 
worth’s south end which is reserved as site for Midwest Relay Center 
receiving station. As the line had not been in use for several years it 
was intended to remove it when the site for the receiver station was 
decided upon. It is now apparent that new hospital, academic build- 
ing, Midwest Relay Center, and Capehart housing will overload pri- 
mary underground source of power making it necessary to activate 
this standby line or revise electrical system of entire post. 

To place the line underground is considered the best way to elimi- 
nate this problem. Need does not exist now. If not provided receiv- 
ing station for Midwest Relay Center will not be operable when over- 
head transmission line is active. It has been determined that over- 
head electric power line will cause serious interference through any 
radio antenna within 1,000 feet. This project is to replace overhead 
electric transmission line with like amount of underground line. 

The Cuatrman. Approved without objection. The next is Fort 
Riley, Kans. Operational facility, maintenance facility, and troop 
housing, $2,525,000. 

General Suuer. These are 2 Army aviation items, sir, to sup- 
port 94 Army aircraft and 2 permanent barracks with supporting 
mess and administrative buildings. 

Fort Riley is located near Junction City in Riley and Geary Coun- 
ties, Kans. This installation provides support for a combat ready 
infantry division, the Aggressor Center, a United States Army hos- 
pital, various nondivisional units, and Reserve Forces Army train- 
ing; also to supervise five field maintenanc e shops, a food service 
school, and a noncommissioned officers’ academy; and collection of 
intelligence information. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $49.9 million. We estimate it will require $82.5 million authori- 
zation in the future to complete the permanent plant required to 
support the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $2.5 
million in new authorization for construction of projects as follows: 

(1) Aircraft access aprons and facilities (RW), $176,000: 

Paved access aprons are required to support the hangar with shops 
included in this program. ‘These aprons will provide all-weather, 
dust-free access from the aircraft parking aprons to both end doors 
of the aircraft hangar. Treated shoulders are required around the 
aprons to prevent dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. 
Washing facilities are needed to clean the helicopters for maintenance 
inspection and flying efficiency. 

(2) Hangar with shops (RW), $450,000: Hangar with shops is 
required for maintenance of 22 aircraft in the light cargo helicopter 
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company to be assigned at this installation, Present maintenance 
hangars, built in 1937 and totaling 36,894 square feet, will serve to 
accomplish only organizational maintenance of the aircraft assigned 
to the division and miscellaneous TO and E and TD units. The addi- 
tional hangar of 22,238 square feet, funded in the fiscal year 1956 
MCA program, can accomplish only organizational maintenance of 
the 16 aircraft in the fixed-wing Army aviation company (FWTT) 
to be assigned at this installation. 

Extension of the water line is required to replace the existing 
8-inch pipe hung on the obsolete one-way bridge across the Repub li- 

van River in order to provide adequate fire protection of existing and 
proposed aviation facilities. 

(3) Two enlisted men’s barracks (326-man), $1,328,000. This item 
is required to provide permanent housing for troops assigned to this 
installation. 

Existing facilities consist of mobilization-type barracks built in 
1942 under criteria that provided for occupancy for 5 years. These 
buildings have now exceeded their economic lifespan. Failure to 
provide this project will require continued use of existing facilities 
with accompanying high maintenance costs. 

(4) Battalion mess, $341,000: This item is required to support the 
barracks in this program. 

(5) Battalion administration and supply building, $230,000: This 
item is required to support the barracks in this program. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection it is approved. The next is 
Sixth Army area. Fort Lewis, Wash. Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, administrative facilities—— 

Mr. Price. What about Fort Leonard Wood. 

The Cratrman. Oh, yes. Fort Leonard Wood, Mo. Troop hous- 
ing, $4,665,000. 

General SuHuuer. These are five permanent barracks and support- 
ing mess and administrative facilities, sir. This is our first request. 

The CuatrmMan. Fort Leonard Wood was made a permanent camp 
when? Last year, wasn’t it. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Yes. The Department was a little hesitant on 
making a few of them permanent, until the committee read the record 
of the Clark report and then they agreed to it. 

General ee, LER. Fort Leonard Wood is located 31 miles south- 
west of Rolla, Mo. This installation directs and administers a re- 
placement training center to accomplish the following: Receives, 
processes, and trains enlistees and inductees in accordance with ap- 
propriate training programs and higher echelon. Provides suitable 
housing, training facilities, logistical support, and administrative 
assistance for all training and authorized directives, including Reserve 
components of the Department of Defense. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $56.7 million. Future requirement unknown. This year we are 
asking for $4.7 million in new authorization for five 326-man enlisted 
men’s barracks, 2 battalion messes, and 2 battalion administration and 
supply buildings. 

Justification for each of these pr ojec ts is as follows: 

(1) Five enlisted men’s barracks, $3,473,000: This installation has 
recently been designated as a permanent installation. This is the first 
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increment of permanent barracks to be constructed in five regimental 
areas. The existing barracks are mobilization-type barracks with 
separate mess facilities, built in 1940-41. These buildings were con- 
structed for a lifespan of 10 years and have been subjected to hard 
usage during the active life of this installation. No improvements 
have been made to these structures since their original construction. 
Elimination of this project will require the continued use of present 
barracks and will delay this post in implementing the permanent 
barracks construction program. 

(2) Two battalion messes, $712,000: This item is required to sup- 
port the barracks in this program. 

(3) Two battalion administration and supply buildings, $478,000: 
This item is required to support the barracks in this program. 

The Crarrman. Approved without objection. Now the next is 
Sixth Army. Fort Lewis, Wash. Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, community facility, and util- 
ities, $1,487,000. That ison page 

General SHuter. Page 93, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Page 93. 

Now give the committee some information in regard to the justifica- 
tion. 

General Suuter. This is a division station, permanent station, first 
occupied in 1917. ‘Two of the items are in support of 88 Army air- 
craft. The third item is hardstands necessary to complete a motor 
maintenance park. We were previously authorized all the remaining 
required facilities for this park, and they are either under construc- 
tion or completed. 

Four battalion headquarters buildings. A religious education fa- 
cility, which, incidentally, is 1 of only 2 chapels and religious educa- 
tional facilities in this program. And a central heating plant, $340,- 
000. Making a total of $1,487,000. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t see anything in here for a chapel. 

General Suuter. It is called a religious education facility, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes; religious educational facility. 

Now, let’s see. You say this is the only—there is one other place 
for a chapel. 

General Suvuter. There is one other in the Caribbean area; yes, sir. 

Fort Lewis is located 17 miles southwest of Tacoma, Wash. ‘This 
installation is the home of the 4th Infantry Division and a regimental 
combat team of the 2d Infantry Division, and other units of a non- 
divisional nature; the post also provides support for the Alaskan 
Command. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $63.8 million. We estimate it will require $117 million authoriza- 
tion in the future to complete the permanent plant required to sup- 
port the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $1.5 million 
in new authorization for aircraft facilities, motor ‘pool hardstands, 
four battalion headquarters buildings, a religious educational facility, 
and a central heating plant. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Aircraft access aprons facilities (rotary wing), 13,625 square yards 
at an estimated cost of $167,000. These paved access aprons are 
required to support the hangar with shops in this program for main- 
tenance of 22 aircraft in a light cargo helicopter company. These 
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aprons will provide all-weather, dust-free access from the aircraft 
parking apron to both end doors of the aircraft hangar. Treated 
shoulders are required around the aprons to prevent dirt and gravel 
from damaging aircraft engines. Washing facilities are needed to 
clean the helicopters for maintenance inspection and flying efficiency. 
The treatment plant is needed to process effluent from all washing 
areas so as to prevent stream pollution. 

Hangar with shops. The next project is a hangar with shops for 
use in conjunction with the previously mentioned access aprons. This 
project will provide 21,266 square feet of hangar and shop space at an 
estimated cost of $388,000. 

This project is required to provide facilities for maintenance of 22 
aircraft in a light cargo helicopter company which is to be stationed 
at Fort Lewis. Such maintenance must be accomplished on a 24-hour 
basis to support the training program, Existing similar facilities are 
fully utilized by other organizations and cannot be made available 
for this purpose. Lack of the proposed hangar would result in main- 
tenance delays and possible damage to costly deadlined aircraft. 

Next, hardstands to complete tank motor park No. 2 at $153,000 
will provide 46,840 square yards of paved area. This item is the 
final increment of paving required to complete the tank motor park 
area No. 2, which is sited adjacent to and serves regimental area No. 2. 
Failure to provide this hardstand will require continued use of 
unpaved areas for parking, which will result in increased cost for 
maintenance of vehicles and inefficient operations during inclement 
weather due to nonaccessibility of the area. 

The next project is for four battalion headquarters buildings in 
support of permanent barracks previously built. This project will 
provide 10,312 square feet of [atapaeehine space at an estimated 
cost of $190,000. 

Two permanent-type regimental areas constructed in 1954 MCA 
program do not have battalion headquarters facilities. Need is pres- 
ently being met by occupying enlisted man barracks space. All exist- 
ing temporary battalion headquarters space is in other regimental 
areas and is fully occupied by adjacently housed units. If this proj- 
ect is not provided, present use of barracks space will continue, thereby 
reducing available troop housing spaces. 

Next is a religious education facility of 13,370 square feet, estimated 
to cost $249,000. This project will be an addition to the existing 
chapel, and is required to fulfill a present and growing need for space 
and facilities to carry on church activities, miscellaneous religious 
services, and Sunday school classes to supplement post chapel activi- 
ties. The permanent post chapel is deficient in these requirements and 
this project is considered necessary for onpost military dependents’ 
no Temporary facilities in use provide less than half the 
required space and are not suitable or adaptable for this activity. 
Two temporary structures will require removal to make way for this 
project. i 

The next project is a central heating plant to support construction 
of permanent facilities in the engineer and ordnance areas of the 
post, estimated at $340,000. This project is necessary to provide cen- 
tral heating facilities for all proposed post engineer, post ordnance, 
post motor pool, division companies and special battalions and regi- 
mental facilities located in the same general area. Sixty-five percent 
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in labor and 25 percent in fuel savings can be effected over individual 
heating plants, amounting to $30,000 per year. Central heating 
system will reduce fire hazards, as well as minimize fuel distribution 
and storage problems and overall maintenance costs. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. Now Fort Ord, Calif. Op- 
erational facilities, maintenance facilities, me housing, and utili- 
ties, $7,066,000. Now, you are moving something out over there, 
aren’t you? 

General Suter. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a statement 
to this committee on Fort Ord. 

The decision to inactivate the 5th Division at Fort Ord was made 
too recently to change this requested program. Actually, it was just 
made a little while ago, and announced publicly, and I believe this 
committee got a letter to this effect. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. We received a letter on May 10. 

General Suuter. Now the effect of that is not to materially reduce 
the strength at Fort Ord at all. The people now in the 5th Division 
would go to the new mission of the replacement training center, 
which will be at Fort Ord, a total strength counting trainees of about 
15,000; and to the Combat Development Experimental Center, which 
is located at Fort Ord and which has a mission which is classified, 
which I will be glad to give the committee in executive session if you 
so desire. 

But, naturally the change in composition of the mission, even 
though the strength stays spout the same, will result in some change 
in the type of equipment to be used. Therefore, I wish to ask for 
an amendment to the Army’s request which will strike from the re- 
quest, on page 95, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Of the book? 

General Suuter. Of your book, item 142, which is 10 motor-repair 
shops and facilities, artillery motor park, at $1,033,000, and item 143, 
which is a request for the hardstands to go with that artillery park, 
at $802,000, or a total deletion of $1,835,000, which amends the bill 
to read $5,231,000 in lieu of the $7,066,000 now in the proposed bill. 

The CHaimman. Give me the figure so I can put it in the bill. Five 
million what 

General SuHuter. $231,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on the other facilities, the first 6 items are 
for Army aviation facilities which will still be required as described 
in this program because the aircraft density at this post in connection 
with the new mission will remain at 55 aircraft. 

Also the two permanent barracks will be required simply because 
they are for troops, the same as they would have been for the division 
trpapm to get them into permanent barracks. 

The sanitary-sewer extension is also still required. That leaves 
6 motor-maintenance shops required out of the total of 16, because 
we ask deletion of 10. 

The Cuarman. The bill will be so amended. And the item will 
read now “$5,231,000.” 

General Suuter. Fort Ord is in Monterey County, Calif. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $38.6 million. This year we are asking for $5.2 million in new 
authorization for aircraft facilities, 6 motor repair shops with the 
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auxiliary hardstands, 2 enlisted men’s barracks and supporting facil- 
ities, and an extension to the existing sanitary sewer system. 

The first project is for a fixed-wing runway of 25,000 square yards, 
at an estimated cost of $361,000. The proposed fixed-wing runway is 
required to furnish landing and takeoff facilities for fixed-wing air- 
craft and interim facilities for rotary-wing aircraft. Organic aircraft 
are now operating from a temporary airstrip on the old south parade 
ground. ‘Stag 

Next is the supporting taxiways for the previous item. This will 
yrovide 2,800 square yards of taxiway at an estimated cost of $32,000. 
Paved taxiways are necessary for efficient control of air traffic between 
the runway and parking aprons in recognized paths. When com- 
pleted, they also make possible the ground movement of aircraft at 
the same time that landings and takeoffs are being made from the 
runway, thereby increasing the utilization of the runway as high as 
90 percent. Paving of taxiways will also eliminate the hazard of 
dirt and gravel being sucked into propellers, thereby causing replace- 
ment at a minimum cost to the Government of $200 per set. No such 
facilities exist at Fort Ord. 

Next, an aircraft parking apron, estimated at $430,0000. The pro- 

osed aircraft parking apron is necessary for parking of aircraft dur- 
ing the loading, unloading, and servicing of the aircraft, when ground 
vehicles and personnel around aircraft would constitute a safety 
hazard both to ground personnel and equipment and to aircraft, pilots, 
and passengers in an unpaved area. The parking area with its tie- 
down anchors is also used to secure aircraft in windy weather which, 
without the tiedown facilities, can destroy the aircraft entirely. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities, estimated at $211,000. Paved 
access aprons are needed to support the hangar with shops in this 
program. These aprons will provide all-weather, dust-free access 
from the aircraft parking apron to both end doors of the aircraft 
hangar. ‘Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to prevent 
dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. Washing facilities 
are needed to clean the aircraft for maintenance inspection and flying 
efficiency. The treatment plant is needed to process effluent from all 
washing areas so as to prevent stream pollution. 

The next project is for a hangar with shops, to provide 21,266 
square feet of maintenance space at an estimated cost of $428,000. 
This project is required to provide interim maintenance for fixed-wing 
aircraft and rotary-wing aircraft. Such maintenance must be accom- 
plished on a 24-hour basis to support the training program. Aircraft 
are now utilizing a temporary motor repair shed near the temporary 
airstrip. No suitable hangar facilities are presently provided, and 
lack of them will result in maintenance delays and possible damage 
to costly deadlined aircraft. 

Next is the project for utilities extensions to support the aviation 
complex, in the amount of $422,000. These utilities extensions are re- 
quired to provide sufficient water supply for drinking and sanitation 
purposes and for fire protection of buildings and equipment; to pro- 
vide necessary disposal of sanitary wastes; to supply electrical power 
from the closest source; and to provide Laeuiitinl access roads. No 
utilities exist at the proposed site, and lack of them would endanger 
the health and safety of personnel, prevent proper safeguarding of 
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buildings and equipment from fire damage, and eliminate essential 
light, power, and vehicular access for heliport operations. 

The next item is for 2 motor repair shops of 5,216 square feet, each 
estimated at $185,000. This project will provide the additional 
permanent maintenance shops required to support an infantry regi: 
ment strength motor pool. Requirement of 4 motor repair shops for 
this area exists, and there are presently only 2 motor shops existing 
in this permanent area. Failure to provide this item will necessitate 
continued repair operations to be conducted with 50 percent of facili- 
ties available thereby decreasing efficiency of operation. 

Four motor repair a of 5,216 square feet each, estimated at 
$445,000. These shop buildings and related facilities are required to 
provide maintenance and service facilities of a permanent nature to 
serve one regimental strength housing area now in existence. No 
motor park facilities are currently existent to provide such service. 

Next is a project to provide the necessary hardstands in support of 
the previously covered motor shops. 

This is, hardstand, regimental strength motor park to provide 37,500 
square yards at $364,000. This facility is required to provide a hard- 
stand area for one regimental strength motor park programed for 
construction to provide facilities for a new permanent area recently 
completed and now fully occupied at this installation. No permanent 
motor parks are currently existent to support this area. 

The next project is for 2 enlisted men’s barracks, to provide 652 
permanent enlisted spaces at an estimated cost of $1,329,000. 

The next two projects are direct support items for the barracks. 
These are battalion mess at $354,000 and a battalion administration 
and supply building, estimated at $241,000. 

The next project is for the extension of the sanitary sewer system, 
estimated at $429,000. 

This project is required to provide a main sewer trunk system de- 
signed to serve existing permanent and planned future construction 
in a new undeveloped land area. In addition to supporting new post 
engineer facilities, bachelor officers’ quarters, classrooms, fire station, 
and telephone exchange, already constructed and now utilizing septic 
tanks, this sewer system will be used in support of a classified project 
and family housing units now being designed for construction in near 
future. The criteria for this project was derived from analysis of 
utility plans together with known existing and planned future require- 
ments. If this project is not provided, sewage facilities for new future 
permanent projects will have to be provided by septic tanks and dis- 
posal fields, a system which has proven to be unsatisfactory and 
uneconomical over a long period of time. 

The Cuatrman. Approved, without objection. Now the Military 
Academy. United States Military Academy, New York; utilities, 
$1,666,000. 

Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Carman. You have it United States Military Academy, New 
York. Why don’t you say West Point, N. Y.? 

General Sruter. I request that that amendment be made, Mr. 
Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. Yes. All right. Put that amendment in, Mr. 
Kelleher. It ought to say West Point, N. Y., because that is the 
post office address. 

Now let’s see. Improvement of electrical system. Now, General, 
this is for $1,660,000, for one item, the improvement of the electrical 
system. What is the condition of it today 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this — for $1,666,000 is needed 
to accommodate the increased electric power demand resulting from 
new construction and modernization programs which have been ac- 
complished since the installation of the present underground system 

proximately 25 years ago. Power is now being supplied by means 

of the existing inadequate system by placing restrictions on the use 
of power equipment. However, inconvenient outages and high 
maintenance and repair costs are resulting. 

Failure to provide this item will result in the system becoming 
increasingly inadequate, in addition to becoming unsafe, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You make a good case. 

Mr. Harpy. May I have one question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. We have had similar information about this electrical 
system now for a period of several years. Is this the first time we 
have done anything about it ? 

General Suuter. I believe, sir, we had an item last year in which 
we requested replacement of some switches. Some electrical 
switches. 

Mr. Harpy. I recall back about 5 or 6 years ago there was a con- 
siderable discussion about the bad condition of this whole electrical 
distribution system. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And I thought we had done something to replacing 
some of it before now. Evidently, I am wrong. 

General Suuter. It would be a very small amount, sir, in last 
year’s program. And this is the request, sir, to modernizing this 
system, replacing part of it and modernizing the remainder. 

The Cuarrman. There are two questions I would like to ask. The 
first question: There is no land involved in bringing about this? 

General Suuter. No, sir; there is no land request at West Point. 

The CHarrman. The second question is the report of the Board of 
Visitors to West Point. Did they offer any suggested improvements 
or changes at West Point that have been considered by the Depart- 
ment? Is Mr. Price here? 

Mr. Kirpay. He just left. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, actually I recall this was discussed 
some years ago when I was on the Board of Visitors at one time. 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. I think when we reach the Academies 
like this, we ought to find out what the Board of Visitors had to say 
with reference to certain things. I know particularly with reference 
to the Navy, they want something for Bancroft Hall. I think the 
facts warrant most careful consideration. I was just wondering 
should we not consider what the Board of Visitors had to say. 

Are you in position to give any information along that line? 

General Suuter. Not at the moment, sir, but I will be glad to fur- 
nish in the record the recommendations. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. Without objection, the amendment is 
offered to make it West Point, N. Y. United States Military Acad- 
emy, West Point, N. Y., $1,666,000. 

yeneral SHuuter. Yes, sir. 
(Statement for the record is as follows:) 


EXTRACT 


REPORT OF THE Boakp oF Visitors TO THE UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY, 
WEsT Pornt, N. Y., DATED FEesrRvuary 17, 1957 


7. RECOMMENDATIONS 


The Board makes the following recommendations : 

(a) Barracks.—That prompt action be taken to secure authorization and 
funds for conversion of the West Academic Building to barracks space for 
cadets, so that the. work may be undertaken immediately after removal to 
Thayer Hall of academic activities now centered in the older building. 

(b) New Hospital Construction.—That the proposed new hospital be con- 
structed to make way for the next step in providing suitable living accommoda- 
tions for the corps of cadets. 

(c) Recreational Facilities.—That an immediate study be made of the means 
of providing more adequate recreational facilities for the corps of cadets, and 
that consideration be given to providing them in progressive installments rather 
than in one large project. 

(d) Tenure of Superintendent.—That the Department of the Army adopt as 
a policy the assignment of an officer as Superintendent of the United States 
Military Academy for a normal term of 4 years, but that only officers be so 
assigned who have the capacity for higher rank or greater responsibilities. 

(e) Pay of Senior Officers—That the pay tables be extended in such a way 
as to provide increased pay for colonels with 35 years of service, which in 
practice means only the heads of some of the academic departments of the 
Military Academy. 

General Suuter, The United States Military Academy is located 
10 miles south of Newburgh, N. Y. 

This installation is engaged in instructing and training the corps 
of cadets so that each graduate shall have the qualities and attributes 
essential to his progressive and continuing development throughout 
a lifetime career as an officer of the Regular Army. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$50.9 million. We estimate it will require $31.6 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission 
mentioned. This year we are asking for $1.7 million in new authoriza- 
tion for improvements to electric system. 

Justification is as follows: 

This item is needed to accommodate the increased electric power 
demand resulting from new construction and modernization programs, 
which have been accomplished since installation of the present under- 
ground system approximately 25 years ago. Power is now being 
supplied by means of the existing inadequate system by placing re- 
strictions on the use of power equipment; however inconvenient 
outages, and high maintenance and repair costs, are resulting. Fail- 
ure to provide this item will result in the systems becoming increas- 
ingly inadequate in addition to becoming unsafe. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, approved. The Armed Forces 
special weapons. Various installations. Operational facility, com- 
munity facilities and utilities, $1,056,000. 

General Suter. Mr. Chairman, may I read into the record a gen- 
eral statement on the mission of the Armed Forces special weapons 
program ¢ 











1634 


The Cuamrman. Now wait a minute. 

Mr. Keiirner. You realize this is open. 

Colonel Gould. That is all right. 

The Cuairman. Where is this? 

General Suuter. I believe, sir, you are presently on page—— 

The Cuarrman. 104. 

General Suuter. 104. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now this is Bossier. 

General SuHuter. That would include that base and all the rest in 
this package, sir, for Armed Forces special weapons. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 103 has them all listed, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Wait 1 minute. I want to get them, Let’s see. 
Various installations, operational facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, of the Armed Forces special weapons project. And these 
6 bases on page 103 is where the installations are ? 

General Suuer. That is right, sir. The total request for all in- 
stallations is $1,056,000. 

The Armed Forces special weapons project is an agency of the 
Secretary of Defense and of the three military departments. 

The Cuarman. Wait 1 minute. We all know about this matter. 
I think we have enough information right there. Without ob- 
jection 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just one question about this 
Bossier base ¢ 

General, what is the policy of the Department of the Army with 
reference to providing funds for snack bars? 

General Suuter. Mr. Bates, as I was going to point out in my state- 
ment for the record 

The Cuarrman. Wait a minute. The statement you are going to 
make is one that can be made publicly ¢ 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, go ahead. Pardon me for interrupting 
you. 

General Suuter. I feel I still owe Mr. Bates an answer when I get 
done. 

Mr. Bares. That is all right, Mr. Chairman, for him to answer. 

The Cuarrman. No. He is going to answer you now. 

General Suuter. The Armed Forces special weapons project is an 
agency of the Secretary of Defense and of the three military depart- 
ments. 

Its mission is to furnish support to the departments in the field of 
atomic weapons by providing technical, logistical, and training serv- 
ices. The AFSWP responsibilities include all national stockpile sites ; 
Sandia Base, at Albuquerque, N. Mex.; a field command at Sandia 
Base, and the project headquarters. 

The national stockpile sites are constructed with funds provided 
by the Atomic Energy Commission. This initial construction includes 
all facilities essential to the operational and storage mission, and 
basic administrative facilities. The Atomic Energy Commission also 
has funds for the following types of construction: 

(a) Major additions to operational and storage facilities. 

(6) Major reconstruction and rehabilitation of operational and 
storage facilities. 
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(c) Minor new construction and modification of operational facili- 
ties developed jointly by AEC and DOD and required for assembly, 
storage, security, qenens assurance, and storage inspection. 

Maintenance and operation of the installations, after completion, is 
provided from AFSWP funds. 

Supplementing community-type facilities of primary interest to 
the DOD are, for administrative purposes, included in the publie 
works budget request of the Department of the Army. For fiscal year 
1958, we are requesting $1,056,000 distributed by installations as 
follows: 


Mawnan Baee ou wolk et. RL Lis ee ee ek $50, 000 
Glarkeville Base... cucui ck le a ec eee 200, 000 
iets RNs i. dn iceetcabnlins bebineeb atbetuduieenddd diaceeedt 379, 000 
Te cid acu ahedinn ds ibis asin nce edehinlincs ent ncttch lobia akc ceaindschnahipriid rvchdangn ita ilarhe 164, 000 
A Ue cece silithaaiinchoritar bp tirepe tad endl silicates taliiplicneaintaigeae 125, 000 
Lake Mea@ Weta ni. Jib ed ed didn di desided 138, 000 


Now, in reply to Mr. Bates’ question, the reason we are going heavy 
at these places on such things as snack bars and recreational type of 
facilities is that these people are on 24-hour mission at these places and 
are not allowed passes, in general. They can’t go off the post to the 
civilian communities. We have to furnish them something. Many of 
these places are very isolated. We have to furnish them something for 
their recreation and to take up any spare time they have, sir. 

Mr. Bares. General, I don’t oppose that being done. It is a ques- 
tion of the source of the funds. Now, I wanted to know what the pol- 
icy of the Army concerning the construction of snack bars, et cetera. 

General SuHuter. I believe, sir 

Mr. Bares. There was a time when all of that money came from 
nonappropriated funds. I presume that today some of it does. How 
do you determine when it shall be appropriated funds and when it 
shall be nonappropriated funds. 

General Suuter. Mr. Bates, to the best of my belief the snack bars 
are a part of the post exchange. 

Mr. Bares. Well, they are. 

General Sruvuter. And we do request post exchanges in the MCA 
program and we would build the snack bar as a part of that project. 
That is to the best to my knowledge right now, sir. I don’t think we 
have any other post exchange snack bars in this request. Do we, 
Colonel Gould, this year? 

Colonel Goutp. No, sir. 

General SHuter. But we have had them in this program and we 
have built snack bars in connection with it, with MCA money. 

_ The Cuatraan. Well, I think in view of the type of services that 
is carried on at these bases and the fact that it is isolated, the person- 
nel should be accorded the privilege to dine at some place and enjoy 
a lunch without having to walk . 

Mr. Bares. We understand that. No question on that point, Mr. 
Chairman. It is merely a question of the source of the funds. _ 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. It always came out of the central funds. Perhaps the 


exception is at a new base. Now, is that the point you are trying to 
make, General ? , 
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General Suuter. No. Mr. Bates, I am saying that in the case 
where we ask for it in connection with the post exchange, it would 
be because the other type funds are not available in those instances. 

Mr. Bares. So you have joint funds. Sometimes you use it with 
nonappropriated funds and sometimes with appropriated funds. 
Is that your answer? 

General Suuzter. Now, what I say, Mr. Bates, is that where it is 

roper to do it with nonappropriated funds we would not request 
it in the MCA program with appropriated funds. I feel—and I 
hope I am right, but I will have to check myself on this—we have 
not as far as I know in the past requested any post exchange snack 
bar to be built with appropriated funds when it should have been 
built with nonappropriated funds. 

Mr. Bares. All I am trying to do is determine what the policy is, 
General. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

General Suuter. Here is the regulation. 

The Cuamman. Now the next item 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, he is just about ready to give us the 
regulation. 

General Suuter. Here is the regulation. Army Regulation 415- 
31, Main Post Exchange: 

Suitable facilities of sufficient size to permit the operation of the main post 


exchange retail activities will be provided. Such facilities wll include the ex- 
change main retail store, a snack bar, soda fountain— 





et cetera. This is the regulation for programing with appropriated 
funds in the military public works bill request, sir. 

Mr. Bares. That gives us the authorization. 

General Suuter. And the money—and the appropriated funds if 
the Appropriations Committees approve it. 

Mr. Bares. Could I understand every time now you build a snack 
bar it will be from appropriated funds? 

General Suuter. Sir, what I said was that if it is appropriate to 
build any snack bars with nonappropriated funds, I hope we are not 
coming in in this bill and asking for appropriated funds to do that. 
I don’t feel we are. The question as you put to me, sir, leaves me 
only a yes or no answer. 

Mr. Bares. Well, you understand it any way you want, General. 
But will you find out what the facts are? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares, All I want to know is what the policy is. I don’t 
object to having the thing done. 

General Sauter. Yes,sir. I will furnish the policy. 

Mr. Bares. But I do know generally it comes from nonappropri- 
ated funds. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

. Mr. Bares. The only point of my inquiry is why on this occasion it 
is appropriate funds. Will you find out what the policy is? 

General Suutrr. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. General, 
supply Mr. Bates with the information if you can. 

(The information is as follows:) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY POLICY FOR CONSTRUCTION oF SNACK BARS AT ARMY 
INSTALLATIONS 


The Army policy for construction of snack bars at Army installations is gen- 
erally to include snack-bar facilities in the main exchange building. A specific 
allowance is included within the authorized main exchange facilities for this 
purpose. Appropriated funds are authorized for construction of post exchange 
facilities, including snack bars, and this type of funding is normally used. There 
are, however, certain installations where the authorized allowances for ex- 
change activities is of such a relatively small size that the inclusion of a snack 
bar therein would penalize the general sales area available for the main ex- 
change activity and result in a considerable reduction of services available to 
the miltary personnel assigned. In such instances, where these circumstances 
occur, and where an individual survey indicates that a snack-bar facility would 
be sufficiently revenue-producing as to constitute an attractive investment, the 
Army and Air Force Exchange Services has made available nonappropriated 
funds for the construction and equipping of a snack-bar facility. Such in- 
stances, however, are the exception and not the rule in financing such activities. 

General Suuter. Bossier Base, first AFSWP station, is located 3 
miles southeast of Bossier City, Bossier Parish, La. 

This installation is in support of the Armed Forces ast weapon 
project for which the mission has been previously statec 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $8.2 million. We estimate it will require $450,000 authorization 
in the future to complete the permanent plant required to support 
the mission previously mentioned. This year we are asking for 
$164,000 in new authorization for an NCO open mess and a post 
exc hange, snack bar, and lounge. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

The NCO open mess, 4,400 square feet, estimated cost $124,000, 
is required to provide an NCO club of a size in consonance with the 
allowances for permanent construction. There is no like facility ex- 
isting on the base. Use of Barksdale AFB NCO mess is not desirable 
due to the overcrowded condition of that facility; and the necessity 
for Bossier personnel to practice strict security at all times. Elimina- 
tion of this project will tend to force NCO personnel to seek enter- 
tainment offbase in undesirable environments. 

The post exchange, snack bar, and lounge of 1,557 square feet at 
an estimated cost of $40,000 is necessary to accomodate assigned per- 
sonnel, These operations are currently being accomplished on a lim- 
ited basis in mess hall building No. 11, and the proposed project is 
an addition to that building. Existing facilities are inadequate for 
the customer potential. 

The next station is Clarksville Base, located 8 miles northwest of 
Clarksville, Montgomery County, Tenn. 

This installation is also in support of the Armed Forces special 
weapon project. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$20.1 million. We estimate it will require $1.8 million authoriza- 
tion in the future to complete the permanent plant required to sup- 
port the mission previously mentioned. This year we are asking 
for $200,000 in new authorization for a radio transmitter building 
and a noncommissioned officers’ open mess. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

The radio transmitter building, of 1,100 square feet, at an esti- 
mated cost of $64,000, is required - for the followi ing reasons: (1) The 
base telephone exchange needs to be enlarged to support ase ilities 
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authorized in previous programs, as well as in future programs; (2) 
the rhombic antenna should be located in an area less congested than 
its present location. It is necessary to obtain space for the additional 
telephone equipment by using space in building 115 currently occu- 
pied by the radio tr ansmitters and incidental administr ative, storage, 
and workspace. In order to make this space available the construc- 
tion of a new transmitted building will be required. The rhombic 
antenna is located just west of the present transmitter building, in the 
vicinity of the new headquarters building and chapel which are now 
under construction. If this project is eliminated, the telephone serv- 
ice to the new facilities cannot be provided, since the present ex- 
change is loaded almost to capacity. 

The noncommissioned officers’ open mess, 4,400 square feet at an 
estimated cost: of $136,000, is required to provide recreational facili- 
ties of an appropirate size to accommodate 201 enlisted men in the top 
three grades. There are no existing facilities of this type on the in- 
stallation. Utilization of like facilities at Fort C ampbell is not 
feasible due to the overcrowded conditions at that club as a result of re- 
cent increase in garrison strength without ac company ing expansion of 
noncommissioned officers club facilities. C ommunity support is prac- 
tically nonexistent, since this is in a rural area. 

The next station is Killeen Base, located 7.5 miles west of Killeen, 
Tex. 

This installation is also in support of the Armed Forces special 
weapon project. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$26.6 million. We estimate it will require $1.7 million authorization 
in the future to complete the permanent plant required to support 
the mission previously mentioned. This year we are asking for $379,- 
000 in new authorization for a noncommissioned officers’ open mess, a 
post exchange, and an extension to the water distribution system. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: The non- 
commissioned officers’ open mess, having an area of 4,400 square feet, 
at an estimated cost of $128,000, is required to provide permanent 
recreational facilities of an appropriate size to accommodate the top 
three grades of enlisted personnel. Present facility is a theater of 
operations building, constructed at Fort Hood in 1940 and moved to 
Kaybee Heights in 1951 for use as a noncommissioned officers’ club, 
after being ‘condemned at. Fort Hood. Structure present requires 
major repairs estimated to cost approximately $20,000; and there- 
fore will be demolished upon completion of this new project. 

The post exchange, 4,190 square feet at an estimated cost of $88,000, 
is, following the construction of Government-owned quarters in Kay- 
bee Heights at Killeen Base, a temporary T—O-type frame building 
was moved from Fort Hood to Kaybee Heights and has been used 
since that time as a branch post exchange for the sale of groceries and 
other commodities to the families in Ka aybee Heights. One hundred 
sixty additional family housing units are present under construction 
at Killeen Base. The existing facility is too small to serve the present 
community and will be completely inadequate upon completion of 
the additional housing. The theater of operations type frame building 
has deteriorated to a point where it can no longer be ec onomically 
maintained. The proposed facility is the minimum which will pro- 
vide suitable facilities for required use. 
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The extension to the water distribution system of 15,000 lincar feet 
at an estimated cost of $163,000 is needed as the existing flow line be- 
tween the point of supply at Fort Hood and Killeen Base is not 
adequate to provide required capacity for fire protection and domestic 
use. This project is essential to provide the required water supply. 
The modifications to the existing pumping station and the installa- 
tion of the proposed parallel line wi 1 permit adequate pump ca- 
pacity operation for increased demand. A design analysis of re- 
quirements for increased capacity of water supply system has been 
made by an architect engineer. It has been determined that these 
are the minimum facilities that will provide adequate quantities of 
water from Fort Hood to the Killeen Base system for fire protection 
and domestic use. 

The next station is Lake Mead Base, located 8 miles northeast of 
Las Vegas, Nev. 

This installation is also in support of the Armed Forces special 
weapons project. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$13 million. We estimate it will require $79,000 authorization in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission 
previously mentioned. This year we are asking for $138,000 in new 
authorization for an additional water well and treatment facility. 

Justification for this project is as follows: 

Four wells exist at Lake Mead Base. Wells 1 and 2 produce such 
highly mineralized water that they are unsuitable for a domestic water 
supply. Well 1 must be plugged to prevent contamination of other 
water-bearing strata. Well 2 is only suitable for emergency fire flow. 
Wells 3 and 4 do not produce sufficient water to meet demand loads, 
and the water produced requires treatment to comply with accepted 
domestic water standards. This project will provide an additional 
well (to replace well 1) and treatment plan necessary to meet the 
water quality and quantity requirements of Lake Mead Base. If this 
well is not provided, the demand on wells Nos. 3 and 4 will be heavy 
and produce poor quality water. In addition, a possible loss of either 
or both wells might result. 

The next station is Medina Base, located 6 miles west of San An- 
tonio, Tex. 

This installation is also in suport of the Armed Forces special weap- 
ons project. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $13.7 million. We estimate it will require $217,000 authorization in 
the future to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission previously mentioned. This year we are asking for $125,000 
in new authorization for a noncommissioned officers’ open mess hav- 
ing 4,400 square feet. 

Justific ation for this project is as follows: 

The projected permanent noncommissioned officers’ strength at Me. 
dina Base is 188. No facilities of this type are now provided a at Medina 
Base, and in order to participate in activities of an open mess the non- 
commissioned officers must go to the Lackland Air Force Base non- 
commissioned officers’ mess, which is 6 miles from Medina Base. Other 
offbase recreational facilities are located in San Antonio, Tex., at an 
average distance of 14 miles from the base. 











1640 


The next station is Manzano Base, located 4.5 miles southeast of 
Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

This installation is also in support of the Armed Forces special 
weapons project. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $31.7 million. Future requirement to complete the permanent 
plant to support the mission previously mentioned is unknown. This 
year we are asking for $50,000 in new authorization for roads and 
streets. Justification for this project is as follows: 

The 5,686 square yards of pavement is required to provide surfaced 
permanent access to permanent facilities. Roads and streets now exist 
as unsurfaced areas, except C Street and that portion of D Street west 
of Vandenberg Road. If the item is not provided, access to permanent 
facilities will be curtailed, and dust and erosion control will remain as 
acute problems in maintaining the unsurfaced areas. 

The Cuamman. The next item is tactical installations at various 
locations. Family houses, $1,736,000. 

Now let’s see, where is that on the book? That is on page 111. 

Mr. Ketitener. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Providing family houses for permanent stations 
at all tactical sites in the continental United States. Family quarters. 

Now let’s see. Give us some information about this now. This is 
direct appropriated houses / 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuamrman. How many? Now let me see what the book shows. 

General SuHuter. This is six 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute, General, please, sir. Including 84 
Wherry units, 2,333 Capehart units, 1,847 leased units, 1,365 units 
additional required to be obtained by leasing from community sup- 
port 
Now, let’s see. Family quarters. 

Mr. Kirpay. Phil, didn’t we skip one? 

Mr. Ketrtener. No. The book is wrong in this case and the bill 
right. You have to go back. 

Mr. Kirpay. 110—A comes after 111. 

The Cuarruan. All right, General; go ahead, please, sir. 

General Suuter. At our tactical facilities sites, we have a long- 
range requirement of 13,149 houses. Programing 90 percent of that, 
in order to give ourselves 10 percent safety factor so we won’t over- 
build, gives us a program requirement of 11,834. 

The Cuarrman. Now wait 1 minute, General. I happened to glance 
at a letter the Speaker sent me. Start all over, please, and let me get 
this in my mind. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. You want me to start again, sir? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

General Suter. We have a long-range requirement for our tactical 
facility sites for family housing of 13 149 units. Our program based 
on that is 11,834 units, which is 90 percent of our total requirement, 
to give us a little safety factor so we won’t overbuild. Our total 
assets, counting public quarters, Wherry housing, community support, 
and leased housing amounts to 3,372. That leaves us a deficit begin- 
ning in fiscal year 1957 of 8,462 houses. 
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Now, the fiscal year 1957 program involves building 600 appro- 
priated fund houses, 2,949 Capehart houses—— 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. Six hundred 

General SHuter. Appropriated fund houses. 

The CuHamman. Appropriated. 

General Suuter. 2,949 Capehart houses, and leasing 2,000 houses. 
Or a total program for the fiscal year, we are just finishing of 5,549. 
Which will leave us a deficit after the 1957 program of 2,913 houses. 

Now, I wish to point out, sir, that we have had, as you know, trouble 
making the Capehart program go. So we will fall short on the figure 
for Capehart. But these 100 MCA houses we now request are to help 
us alleviate the deficit that we will have, sir, at the end of the fiscal year 
at our tactical facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Well, my recollection was when I made my state- 
ment that there were some 400 houses for the Army. 

Mr. Ketiener. 415, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. 415, most of which were to be built in Alaska. 

Mr. Kewiener. All but these. 

General Suuter. The bulk of them is Alaska, but not all. There 
are 315 in Alaska and 100 at these sites. 

The CHarrman,. 100 

General Suuter. At the continental United States tactical Nike 
sites. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, Nike. 

General SuHuter. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. Wait 1 minute. I thought we were leasing houses 
there. 

Mr. Ketitener. Weare. 

Mr. Kitpay. Where you can. 

General Suuter. There are in our request, 315 in Alaska and 100 
in the continental United States. 

The Cuatrman. Then in addition to the Nike sites, we are leasing 
houses or buying houses. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The CuHamman. We are both leasing, buying, and building at Nike 
sites. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And how many goes to Alaska ? 

General Suuter. 315. 

The Cuarrman,. 315. Now, that is as far as direct appropriations 
has been 

Mr. Kevtiener. 315 in Alaska plus this 100 is the total appropri- 
ated fund housing for this year for the Army. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kettener. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. There is nothing built here to deal with the Cape- 
hart house. The information you just gave was just as information. 

General Suuter. That is right, on assets we are going to use; 
yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. That is to build these 100 houses. You have a 
limitation on the houses. And this money is direct appropriate 
houses. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. For Alaska and Nike sites. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bray. How much is that per house in Alaska ? 

General Suuter. I have that here, sir, if I can just find the page. 

In answer to Mr. Bray’s question, the cost of family housing in 
Alaska, of course, depends upon whether it is north of the range or 
south, as to the cost index. But this will run 50 company-grade 
sets of quarters at Ladd Air Force Base, $28,000 a set. Your cost 
index up there runs from 1.5 to almost 3.0 to 1, depending on where 
you are in Alaska, over that in the continental United States. 

Mr. Bray. Couldn’t they be fabricated and shipped up there or 
something and save a lot of money ? 

General Suuter. Sir, we are faced, of course, with very severe 
winters. I know north of the range it gets down to 63 below zero. 
We are trying to build them as cheaply as we can. It just costs 
considerably more to build anything in Alaska than it does—— 

Mr. Bray. I know it does, but 100 percent more is a good deal, it 
seems to me. 

General Suuter. Well, let’s take a look at the family quarters 
statutory prices to the 5-foot line I am talking about. They run 
$12,000 for noncommissioned officers, $14,000 for company grade 
16 





Mr. Bray. In Alaska? 

General Suuter. No, this is the statutory cost in the continental 
United States. 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

General Suuter. To the 5-foot line. We must add on to that about 
$3,000 for utilities. So they are about, for these type houses, double 
what they would cost in the United States. 

Mr. Bray. I realize it is very bad there. But 100 percent over it 
seems like a little high. But if that is the best you can do, it is all 
right. 

General Suurer. Of course, it is competive bidding right down 
the line and no negotiation involved. 

The CHarrMan. ~ Well, the only regret I have about the housing sit- 

uation is that the bulk of it is not being done by direct appropria- 
tion. But there is no need to take up time talking about that. 

General Suuter. This project is for construction of family housing 
at tactical sites in the United States. 

This item is to provide family quarters at various tactical sites 
in the continental United States where Capehart housing and leasing 
are not feasible. 

We estimate it will require $21,200,000 in the future to fulfill the 
requirements for family housing to support the planned Nike anti- 
aircraft sites for which no housing exists. 

This year we are asking for $1.736,000 in new authorization for 
construction of 100 units comprised of 6 field grade officer quarters, 
25 company grade, and 69 noncommissioned officers. 

This item is required to provide family quarters at various tactical 
sites in the continental United States where Capehart housing and 
leasing are not feasible) ARAACOM total requirement is 13,149, 
of which 7,406 is at Nike sites, 2,931 at gun sites, and 2,812 on in- 
stallations. MCA, Capehart, and leasing are programed for Nike 
sites; leasing only is programed at gun sites, and the requirements on 





1643 


the installations are programed as a part of the installation, Con- 
sidering the units to Z retained (Wherry 84, Capehart 2,323, leased 
1,847, MCA 600), 365 units of adequate community support, and this 
project, there will be a remaining deficit, of 2,087 units at the Nike 
sites. This project is programed for the Nike sites and will not be 
constructed at gun sites. 

The next project will provide 150 sets of family quarters for per- 
sonnel assigned to antiaircraft defense tactical sites in Alaska. The 
family quarters will be located in the vicinity of six tactical sites. 

These family quarters are required to provide permanent housing 
for personnel stationed at the tactical sites in Alaska, and are based 
on permanent peacetime construction allowances. There is no hous- 
ing, Government or private, available to these sites. The personnel 
occupying these sites are on a 24-hour-alert status. In order to main- 
tain the morale of these personnel and insure the efficient accomplish- 
ment of their mission, adequate housing must be provided at these 
sites. 

The next is tactical installations support facilities. Various loca- 
tions. Operational facility, maintenance facilities, administrative fa- 
cilities, storage facilities, community facilities, troop housing, and 
utilities, $8,466,000. 

General Suuner. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That ison page 

Mr. Ketiener. 112, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. 112. Tactical support facilities. 

General Suuer. Mr. Chairman, these are maintenance support fa- 
cilities for the Ordnance, Signal Corps, and Corps of Engineers for 
the support of all of our tactical-defense sites in the continental United 
States, principally Nike sites. They are spread around, sir, so as 
to locate these field maintenance shops and logistic facilities to sup- 
port a number of batteries and battalions. I would like to read into 
the record, sir, just exactly what they do and the justification for this, 
because-—— 

The CuarrMan. Well, take the First Army. 

General Suuter. This is supporting, sir, a terrific amount, ter- 
rifically expensive amount of e uipment and training effort in pro- 
viding the proper maintenance for the Nike and Nike equipment. 

The field-maintenance facilities for the performance of Ordnance, 
Engineer, and Signal repair work are normally established in the 
support of 1 to 5 Nike antiaircraft battalions. In these field-mainte- 
nance shops the work will consist of repair of asemblies and subassem- 
blies and return to the user; replacing unserviceable assemblies, sub- 
assemblies, and parts; executing modification work orders; conducting 
technical inspections ; prov iding technical assistance; and issuing par ts 
to the operating battalions. 

This work is normally accomplished with much special test. equip- 
ment and tools and by highly trained civil service technicians. Field 
maintenance shops are located strategically in order to provide 24- 
hour service to the using units. Therefore, in selecting their sites 
the following factors must be considered. Existing Government 
shops; the network of highways, railways, bridges, and ferries; the 
density of population as it affects the traffic we have to get through; 
time and space factors; severity of weather conditions; availability 
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of commercial facilities in the area; security both tactical and for 
the protection of classified equipment located at these shops. In ad- 
dition to that, sir, as this committee realizes, we will be involved with 
keeping the Nike missiles and equipment in tiptop shape and ready 
to go, because if anything happens it has—that is the one chance we 
have to use it. This is a very important function, sir, and has been 
studied out by the continental armies because they have the logistic 
responsibility for supporting the Nike operating sites, sir. 

ne Cuameman. Now, all of these lases have relation to the 
Nike—— 

Mr. Ketitenetr. Repair and maintenance of Nike. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The Cuargman. Repair. 

General Suuter. That is right. It is either Signal equipment or 
Ordnance equipment, which is the missile itself, or Engineer, which 
is repair of elevators, generators, and upkeep of the site. Just like 
down at Lorton, the Lorton Nike site is based on an installation which 
takes care of it and gives it the logistic support. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Do you have a machine shop there at the site at each 
Nike base? Is that what you are referring to here? 

General Sauter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Or is it a centrally located shop ? 

General Suuter. We have means, sir, for doing the operational 
maintenance at the site. But that does not get very complicated. 

Mr. Bray. That is not what this authorization is for. 

General Suuter. No, sir. This is for the centralized third- and a 
little bit of fourth-echelon maintenance, in order to keep from having 
to take this equipment way back to a depot for major repair, if we 
can possibly avoid it, and get it back to the site. 

Mr. Bray. Where do you do your fourth-echelon maintenance? 

General Sauter. You mean the heavy maintenance / 

Mr. Bray. Your fourth echelon. 

General SuHuter. We are trying to do those, sir, at certain selected 
locations. I want Colonel Scordas to check me on this. 

Mr. Bray. What I am asking: Would you take care of your fourth- 
echelon maintenance at these shops, in this authorization ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; most of the fourth-echelon maintenance; 
but the heavy fourth and fifth which is really major repair, would 
have to go to certain stations which I can tell the Congressman off 
the record in executive session. 

Mr. Bray. I am not interested in that. You call your final heavy 
fifth echelon ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right. That finishes continental United 
States. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bates. Without objection, the item is ap- 
proved. 

Mr. Bares. General, I wonder if you could tell us the reasons for 
the differences in cost between, we will say, Bellmore, N. Y., of 14,000 
square feet capacity, which comes out to $942,000, compared to the 
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100,000-square-foot capacity at Camp Kilmer, N. J., which is a smaller 
figure, and yet the cost is two and a half times as much ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Bates, column 5, which you first read, addi- 
tional capacity required, 114,000, is all future requirements in this 
type thing. 

(Mr. Bates nods.) 

General Suuxer. The column 10 is the cost of the specific author- 
ization requested in this bill, which is considerably less, that is, 39,000 
square feet, than the 114,000. 

Mr. Bates. How many square feet in that one ? 

General Suuter. Thirty-nine thousand. 

Mr. Bares. Thirty-nine ? 

General Suuter. That is column 7. 

Mr, Bares. I see. 

General Sauter. This item is for construction of various tactical 
logistical-support facilities for operational antiaircraft units through- 
out the continental United States. These facilities are comprised of 
such projects as Ordnance, Engineer, and Signal field maintenance 
shops, motor-repair buildings, warehouses, flammable storage struc- 
tures, hardstands, and other miscellaneous facilities. 

This year we are asking for $8,466,000 in new authorization for con- 
struction of 30 such projects in various locations throughout the United 
States. These facilities will help to alleviate serious deficiencies 
in maintenance capability required to support our vital Nike anti- 
aircraft-missile defenses in critical defense areas. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Bellmore, N. Y., Ordnance field maintenance shop addition, $942,- 
000, Project is required to provide the additional space required for 
Ordnance field maintenance facilities (Ordnance space of 36,640 square 
feet is insufficiently provided by the combined field maintenance shop 
of 75,000 square feet currently included in the fiscal year 1957 MCA 
program, for Ordnance equipment to be used by antiaircraft, guided- 
missile, and other military units assigned to this area. Need is being 
met by Ordnance shop facilities at Forts Totten and Tilden over 
2-hour travel distance. Proposed facilities will eliminate duplica- 
tions in shop personnel and storage of maintenance spare parts. New 
facilities are centrally located and will serve to reduce traveltime 
through densely populated and heavy traffic area. Deferral of project 
will seriously impair the effective defense of this area. 

Bellmore, N. Y., multipurpose building, $259,000. Project is re- 
quired to provide troop housing, messing, administrative, recreational 
and supply facilities for personnel assigned to the Ordnance, IFCR, 
HARR, and Nike TD organizations to operate the field maintenance 
facility. It is necessary that these personnel be available at the main- 
tenance facility site to provide round-the-clock maintenance require- 
ments of AA units. The nearest military installation that can pro- 
vide the proposed facilities is Fort Totten, over 2 hours distant from 
field maintenance facilitiy site. Deferral of project will seriously im- 
pair the effective defense of this area. 

Boston defense area, two ordnance field maintenance shops, $58,- 
000: Project is required to provide round-the-clock field maintenance 
support facilities for equipment to be used by antiaircraft, guided 
missile, and other military units assigned to this area. The need is 
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currently being met from Fort Devens. Travel to the sites from Fort 
Devens takes 21 to 4 hours, due to heavy traffic conditions. Location 
of these 2 proposed small shops will reduce the travel time to a maxi- 
mum of three-fourths of an hour and in many instances will be a 
matter of minutes. Deferral of project will seriously affect proper 
defense of this area. 

Camp Kilmer, N. J., ordnance field maintenance shop, $2,381,000: 
Project is required to provide field maintenance facilities for equip- 
ment to be used by antiaircraft, guided missile, and other military 
units assigned to this area which is the greater New York defense area 
west of the Hudson River. Present need is being met by a 98,000- 
square-foot converted shop building located at Miller Field, Staten 
Island, N. Y., which is remote from the area being supported, and 
is accessible by only 3 bridges which are highly vulnerable to ad- 
verse activities. Upon completion of proposed new shop, existing 
facilities will be used for urgently needed field maintenance of all 
Army aircraft in First Army area. Deferral of this project will 
seriously impair the proper defense of this area. 

Fort Totten, N. Y., modification of motor repair buildings, Nos. 
214, 246, and 247, $200,000: To provide adequate motor repair fa- 
cilities for AAA and post units; to provide proper facilities for 
maintenance and repair of AAA T. O. & E. items by Ordnance activi- 
ties. Existing buildings now used for this facility are heated with 
open, coal-fired space heaters. This constitutes a fire hazard and has 
been condemned by First Army Fire Prevention Section. If project 
is not provided, space for above cited activities will not be available 
at this installation. 

Cleveland defense area, Ohio, Nike maintenance shop, $213,000: This 
project is required to provide facilities for field maintenance activities 
of antiaircraft units in the Cleveland area, and various other Army 
activities in northern Ohio. Elimination of this project will require 
support to be rendered from Pittsburgh, Pa., approximately 130 miles 
away. 

Cleveland defense area, Nike administration and warehouse space, 
$137,000: This project is necessary to provide a local outlet for 
distributing class I, IT, and IV supplies as well as providing space for 
offpost engineer and dental facilities to preclude the necessity of anti- 
aircraft units and various other Army activities in northern Ohio 
traveling excessive distances daily for support. Elimination of this 
project would cause support to be rendered from Pittsburgh, Pa., 
approximately 130 miles away. 

Oak Ridge defense area, rehabilitate building for miscellaneous 
activities, $56,000: To provide space for exchange facilities, medical 
section, dental clinic, and administrative offices. None of these facili- 
ties are presently available at the site. Deferment of item would de- 

rive troops stationed at the site of exchange facilities and medical and 
Nontal treatment, thus lowering morale. 

Post engineer shop and warehouse, $145,000: Facility is required 
to furnish warehousing and shop space for maintenance and opera- 
tion of facilities required to support the AAA mission. No ot fa- 
cility now exists at the site. Without this item proper maintenance of 
buildings, roads, and utilities could not be accomplished. 

Oak Ridge defense area, maintenance and storage building, $16,000: 
To provide space for maintenance and storage of repairs and utilities 
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equipment required for the maintenance of buildings, utilities, and 
roads. No such facility now exists at the site. Deferment of item 
would prevent proper maintenance of buildings, equipment, and 
utilities. 

Ordnance guided missile direct support building, $206,000: To pro- 
vide service and maintenance facilities, including third echelon, for 
Nike guided missiles. This includes repair and servicing of guidance 
control systems, Perea systems, painting and packing and ship- 
ping. No such facility is now available at the site. Deferment of 
item would prevent maintenance of missiles at the site, thus increasing 
operational costs and preventing complete accomplishment of the 
assigned mission. 

Ordnance vehicle wash ‘ack, $3,000: To provide washing facilities 
for ordnance vehicles and equipment. Requirement is based on actual 
number of vehicles to be assigned to the site. No such facilities are 
presently available. Deferment of item would prevent proper main- 
tenance of vehicles and equipment. 

Ordnance automotive shop and supply building, $172,000: Item 
is required to provide service and maintenance facilities for vehicles 
and other ordnance equipment and storage space for spare parts. 
No such facility is now available. Deferment of item would prevent 
on-site maintenance and service of vehicles and other ordnance equip- 
ment, thus increasing operational costs and hindering accomplishment 
of assigned mission ‘by surface-to-air missile troops. 

Oak Ridge defense area, flammable storage building, $1,000, Build- 
ing is necessary to provide separate storage for paints ‘and other flam- 
mable materials needed for proper maintenance of buildings and 
equipment. Space allowance is in accord with survey at site and 
is based on actual need for mission that is to be accomplished. No 
such facility is presently available at the site. Deferment of project 
would pr event storage of paints and other flammable materials 
at the site, thus delaying proper maintenance and thereby increas- 
Ing operation costs, 

Quartermaster warehouse and office, $123,000: To provide storage 
and administrative space for quartermaster activities in support of 
surface to air missile troops stationed at the site. No such facility is 
now available. Deferment of item would prevent storage at the 
site of material required for logistical support of surface to air missile 
troops, thus increasing operational costs and hindering proper defense 
of Oak Ridge. 

Ordnance oil storage building, $5,000. Space allowance is in accord 
with survey made at site and is based on actual need for mission that 
is to be accomplished. Facility will provide storage space for lubri- 
eating oils, greases, and so forth, needed for maintenance and servicing 
of vehicles and other ordnance equipment. There are no such facilities 
presently available at the site. Deferment of project would prevent 
storage of lubricating oils and greases at site, thus delaymg servie- 
ing and maintenance functions, thereby increasing operating ‘costs, 

Hardstand, $22,000: To provide open storage space for ordnance 
vehicles and equipment. Will also serve as parking area for vehicles 
undergoing servicing and maintenance and as all-weather means of 
necess to ordnance shops. Deferment of item will prevent proper 
open storage of equipment and hinder access to shops. 
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Fort Sheridan, Ill., Nike ordnance maintenance shop, addition, 
$135,000: Project is required to provide facilities for the post engi- 
neer ship, automotive repair shop, and quartermaster issue, by ex- 
panding existing paentsiyes to accommodate the enlarged Nike pro- 

m in the Chicago area. This support is now furnished by Fort 
Sheridan which is 50 to 75 5 iniles distant from each of the Nike sites, 
thereby requiring additional travel time for maintenance personnel 
in addition to reducing efficiency of operations. 

Guided missile maintenance, ordnance, $224,000: Existing Nike 
repair facilities, converted in 1955 from a structure built in 1897, are 
inadequate to permit accomplishment of assigned mission of in- 
spection and repair of missiles from Nike sites in surrounding area. 
Existing building has no sanitary facilities and is of a design that 
does not lend itself to efficient use for the new guided-missile repair 
program. If this project is constructed the existing building will 
revert to a warehouse for use by the quartermaster. 

C amp Hanford, Wash., combined engineer, ordnance, signal mainte- 
nance shop (Nike), $318,000. This project is required to provide on 
site support for forward area Nike units and thereby eliminate the 
present costly operation of transporting missiles an average of 38 miles 
for routine and/or emergency service, and also reduce costs of engineer 
maintenance and also of signal equipment by reducing travel between 
present facilities and the forward Nike locations. 

Camp Hanford, Wash., combined engineer, signal field maintenance 
shop (AAA, Fairchild AFB), $995,000. Required to provide engi- 
neer field maintenance for equipment utilized in support of Nike units 
No facility of this type is existant or available at this time. At this 
date no maintenance of this type is being accomplished since Nike units 
are not yet activated at Fairchild Air Force Base, and the small amount 
of such maintenance service required by the 10th AAA Battalion is 
handled by cross-service agreement with the local forest service. 
Engineer field maintenance required by Nike units is entirely bey ond 
the : scope of accomplishment by this method, and failure to provide 
shop facilities as set forth hereon will leave the Fairchild Nike units 
dependent on the shop facilities at Camp Hanford over 150 miles away. 
‘Adequ: ate support under these conditions is not possible. 

Engineer field maintenance shop, $432,000. Project is required to 
replace a temporary construc tion camp building, constructed by 
Atomic Energy Commission in 1948, presently utilized as an engineer 
field maintenance shop. Existing facility falls far short of providing 
sufficient space or operating fac ilities to carry present workloads, and 
these loads are steadily increasing due to additional support facilities 
required by AAA and Nike units, Failure to provide this shop will 
result in costly delays in servicing of equipment and unacceptably 
long deadline periods for more than a thousand vital pieces of equip- 
ment. The construction camp building presently utilized will be 
deactivated and salvaged when new facility is constructed. 

Fort Lewis, Wash., ‘combined engineer, ordnance and signal mainte- 
nance shop (Nike, Fort Ward), $43 7,000. This project is required to 
provide centralized facilities for: (1) Servicing, repairing and testing 
missiles, control systems and electronic equipment for six GM bat- 
teries, which oper ation now requires tr ansporting equipment to Fort 
Lewis and back; (2) a base of operations for engineer R. & U. mainte- 
nance and supply for tactical AAA sites, to re plac e the present mode of 
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operation which requires extensive travel from Fort Lawton to the 
individual sites ; and, (8) shop facilities for signal maintenance located 
on the west side of Puget Sound where this type of facility does not 
now exist, Elimination of this project will necessitate the continued 
expenditure of additional man-hours and dollars in travel between 
the scattered GM sites and existing support facilities at Forts Lewis 
and Lawton and the calculated risk of sites being effective while 
equipment is in transit to and from these rear stations for mainte- 
nance, and so forth. 

Combined engineer and ordnance maintenance shop (Nike-E), 
$374,000. This project is required to provide: 

(1) Facilities for testing, servicing, and repairing missiles, control 
systems and electronic equipment in support of six guided missiles 
batteries, which operations are presently being accomplished at the 
sites in the open and by transporting equipment to Fort Lewis for re- 
pairs, etc.; and 

(2) A base of operations for engineer R. & U. maintenance and 
supply for tactical AAA sites to replace the present support function 
which requires extensive travel from Fort Lawton with resultant loss 
in personnel time and increased cost of operation. Elimination of this 
project will preclude the missile servicing and maintenance program 
meeting the 100-percent serviceability standards established for this 
equipment by higher authority; and will require continuation of 
present methods of operation. 

Fort MacArthur, Calif., signal maintenance shop (AAA-—March 
AFB), $38,000. Construction needed to provide support of AAA 
units, Los Angeles defense area. Building to be located at March Air 
Force Base. 

Two combined engineer and ordnance field maintenance shops 
(Nike), $699,000: Ordnance field maintenance shops are required to 
provide third and fourth echelon maintenance for guided missiles at 
five AAA sites in Los Angeles defense area. Maintenance shop is not 
presently provided at McCormack ; only temporary makeshift facili- 
ties are presently available at Birmingham. Majority of ordnance 
field maintenance presently performed ‘at Fort MacArthur requiring 
considerable time and travel (21% to 314 hours) to sites. Shops estab- 
lished at Birmingham and McCormack are essential in the best 
interest of the Government in savings realized over a period of time 
and to expedite maintenance of equipment for Nike sites. Contractual 
maintenance is not available in this phase of field maintenance. Engi- 
heer maintenance and supply buildings are required to provide fac ili- 
ties for third and fourth echelon maintenance on engineer items of 
equipment, and to establish a repairs and utilities base of operations 
including shop space and storage of repair and replacement items for 

various AAA sites located in outlying Los Angeles defense area. 

Engineer maintenance for sites in Los Angeles defense area is 
presently performed from Fort MacArthur, a distance of 42 miles 
from Birmingham Hospital, Van Nuys, and 36 miles from McCormack 
Hospital, Pasadena. A base of operations established at each installa- 
tion will provide necessary facilities to expedite and perform main- 
tenance as required for AAA sites located in areas beyond Birmingham 
and McCormack Hospitals and will preclude additional cost for travel 
and time involved performing the work at Fort MacArthur. 
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Fort MacArthur engineer field maintenance shop, $455,000: 
Engineer field maintenance shop is required to provide third- and 
fourth-echelon field maintenance support for AAA activities at Nike 
sites and other organizations based on Fort MacArthur which are 
located throughout Los Angeles defense area. Present shop facili- 
ties provided in quonset-type building do not meet standards conducive 
to efficient operations. Installed hoisting equipment, overhead crane, 
and so forth, are not provided; no heat light and ventilation are sub- 
standard; no 3-phase electric power; no latrine in shop; supply ware- 
house is 500 feet from ship. A type II shop is essential to provide ade- 
quate engineer field maintenance support to 47th AAA Brigade. 
Such support. is not being provided and cannot be provided utilizing 
present madequate shop fac ilities. 

Presidio of San Francisco, signal maintenance shop, $44,000: This 
project is required to provide signal maintenance support for AAA 
and SAM units located on and around Castle Air Force Base and is 
considered to be a branch shop of the local field maintenance shop. 
Project is required to place support immediately behind the users and 
eliminate, as far as possible, the excessive cost of evacuating equip- 
ment to the Presidio or to appropriate depot or regional s shop for the 
higher echelons of maintenance. Need is being met by dispatching 
maintenance crews to sites from the Presidio, or by evacuating equip- 
ment to the Presidio. Unless project is provided, the current costly 
and inefficient method of accomplishing maintenance will have to be 
continued in effect. 

Presidio of San Francisco engineer maintenance shop, $51,000: 
This shop is required to provide engineer field maintenance for AAA 
and SAM units located in the East Bay area. Much of this mainte- 
nance is onsite for elevators, generators, and other heavy installed or 
built-in equipment. Lighter equipment, such as converters, smaller 
generators, and compressors, will be brought in for maintenance. 
Need is being met by dispatching maintenance crews from the 
Presidio or by hauling equipment to the Presidio or Sharpe General 
Depot for necessary repairs. This costly and unsatisfactory arrange- 
ment will have to be continued if project is not provided. 

Presidio of San Francisco acid storage building, $25,000: Item is 
required to provide a central storage and issue point for acid propellent 
used to support AAA operations. No such facility currently exists 
and supply is scattered through defense sites in facilities not properly 
designed for such storage in quantity. Such storage violates safety 
practices, and unless this project is provided, safety procedures rela- 
tive to storage of acid cannot be complied with. No existing facility 
is available for rehabilitation or conversion to an approved or 
acceptable acid storage building. 

The Cuatrman. The next is outside the continental United States. 
Alaska area. Family housing, $658,000. 

How many houses are you going to build there and what is the 
average cost ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, these are 15 sets of family quar- 
ters in connection with the Alaskan pipeline. 

We can’t get civilians to do maintenance on and guard this pipeline 
unless they have their families with them. We must have some hous- 
ing to furnish these people. Our recruiting experience indicates that 
only married personnel will consider extended 
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The CuairmMan. Go ahead. 

General Suurer. Our recruiting experience indicates that only 
married personnel will consider extended employment at the isolated 
camps of this system, and then only on the basis of Government-fur- 
nished family quarters. So these are 15 sets of quarters, sir 

The CHatrman. How many units? 

General Suuter. Fifteen sets at $30,000 apiece, 

The CnatrmMan. Fifteen sets. And $30,000 a unit. 

General Suuter. We have a total requirement of 62 quarters. We 
have 41. We have a deficit of 21. This 15 will pretty well alleviate 
the total deficit. 

This project is for the Alaska Petroleum Pipeline System con- 
necting Haines and Skagway with Fairbanks. This pipeline system 
has the mission of receipt at ocean terminals or bulk POL and mul- 
tiple products, transport by pipeline to inland terminals, and storage 
at both marine and inland terminals. 

Our inventory of real property in this pipeline system is presently 
valued at $8.7 million. We estimate it will require $62.2 million 
authorization in the future to complete the permanent plant required 
to support the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for 
$658,000 in new authorization for 15 sets of family quarters. 

Upon establishment of the Alaska Petroleum Pipeline System, a 
personnel survey supported a need for 185 civilian spaces to operate 
the pipelines. Recruiting experience indicates only married personnel 
will consider extended employment at isolated camps of Alaska Pe- 
troleum Pipeline System, and then only on the basis of Government- 
furnished family quarters. A housing requirement for 62 family 
quarters exists at the remote areas of Alaska Petroleum Pipeline Sys- 
tem. Forty-one units are presently available, leaving a deficit require- 
ment of 21. This project. will satisfy a portion of “the defici lency. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection, it is approved. The next is 
Kielson Air Force Base. Administrative facility, $248,000. This is 
on page 119. 

General Sucter. Mr. Chairman, I think this committee is aware 
of the Army mission in connection with Air Force bases in Alaska. 
It is one of ground protection, ground security. On anything that 
we have sole use of, Mr. Chairman, the system is that we have to 
program and budget for it and defend it. It is only when there is 
joint use that the host agency would do the budgeting. 

This is necessary, Mr. Chairman, for the Army to carry out that 
mission. It is required to provide permanent facilities for battalion 
headquarters and storage, communications center, troop information 
and education, and as a post office at this station. 

Kielson Air Force Base is located 23 miles northwest of Fairbanks. 
The Army units at this air base have the mission of providing area 
ground and air defense and logistical support of Army units in north- 
ern Alaska. 

As of December 31, 1955, the Army had not completed any Army 
facilities at this station. We estimate it will require $10.5 million 
authorization in the future to complete the permanent plant required 
to support the Army mission mentioned. This year we are asking 
for $248,000 in new authorization for a battalion headquarters and 
service building. 
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This project is required to provide permanent facilities for bat- 
talion headquarters and storage, communications center ; troop infor- 
mation and education, and post office. Present needs are being met 
by use of diverted permanent barracks and temporary quonset huts. 
The barracks space 1s urgently needed for enlisted men’s housing and 
will revert to its original designed use; the quonset huts are in poor 
condition and will be dismantled and returned to stock upon con- 
struction of this facility. 

The Cuairman. Approved, without objection. Fort Greely. 
Maintenance facility, $891,000. That ison page 

Mr. Keviener. 120. 

The Cuairman. 120. 

General Suuter. Family quarters. This is at Fort Greely, Alaska, 
and is a vehicle maintenance shop for the Arctic Test Branch of the 
Army. This is a station, sir, where it gets down to 63° below zero. 
We require this project to provide facilities for first- and second- 
echelon maintenance, and warm storage for a portion of the organi- 
zational vehicles during this very cold weather. There are no exist- 
ing repair facilities and only approximately 35 percent of heated 
storage requirements are available. The nearest civilian repair shops 
are located 105 miles away in Fairbanks, Alaska, sir. 

The Cuamman. Any questions? 

(No response. ) 

The CuammMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

(The justification is as follows :) 





Fort Greely is located 109 miles southeast of Fairbanks. This installation is 
the home of the Army Arctic Center, including Arctic indoctrination school 
(survival, tactical, and logistical operations), Arctic test branch (research and 
development functions), and chemical test center. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $25.8 
million. We estimate it will require $13.9 million authorization in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $891,000 in new authorization for a vehicle mainte- 
nance shop. 

This project is required to provide facilities for first- and second-echelon 
maintenance, and warm storage for organizational vehicles. Winter tempera- 
tures of +10° to —63° necessitate provision of main storage facilities for vehicle 
starting and functional use. There are no existing repair facilities and only 
approximately 35 percent of heated storage requirements available. Nearest 
civilian repair shops are located at Fairbanks, 105 miles distant, and nearest 
military installations north of the Alaska Range are located at Ladd Air Force 
Base and Eilson Air Force Base, the closest of these being 90 miles distant, 
making their use impractical. 

The CrHarrman. The next is the Ladd Air Force Base. Family 
housing, $1,878,000, for 50 family quarters. 

General Suuxter. Mr. Chairman, we have a total requirement at 
Ladd Air Force Base of 1,097 sets of quarters. We have existing 418 
sets. We have a deficit of 679 sets, which this 50-set request will help 
alleviate. 

The Cuarrman. Why are you handling the Air Force housing at 
this base? Why wouldn’t it come—— 

General Suvuter. Mr. Chairman, we have a mission at this base, as 
I mentioned, of combat ground force protection. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

General SHuter. And these are for families of our people. 

The Cuamman. I see. How many houses are you going to build 
there ? 
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General Suuter. The request, sir, is for 50 sets of family quarters. 

The Cuarmman. Fifty sets. All right. Without objection—now 
wait a minute. It is still the formula that we use with reference to 
Government-constructed houses; isn’t it ? 

Mr. Kewiener. I didn’t hear your question, I am sorry. 

The Cuarman. It is the same formula, the same 1,080 square feet ? 

Mr. Ketienuer. Yes, sir. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketixver. The only difference up there is that there is special 
authority for cost, and 10 percent larger in size. 

The Cuarrman,. That is right. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. It is around 31,000 a quarter. 

General Suuter. It is around 28,000, sir. 

Ladd Air Force Base is located 4 miles west of Fairbanks. Army 
units at this installation provide ground and air defense of the 
Air Force base and logistical support of Army units in northern 
Alaska. 

As of December 31, 1956, the Army had not completed any Army 
facilities at this installation. We estimate it will require $43.6 mil- 
lion authorization in the future to complete the permanent plant 
required to support the Army’s mission mentioned. This year we are 
asking for $1,878,000 in new authorization for 50 sets of family 
quarters, 

These family quarters are required to provide permanent housing 
for personnel stationed at this installation. Considering the units to 
be retained, units requested in this program, and 69 units of avail- 
able adequate community support, Ladd Air Force Base has a remain- 
ing deficit of 560 units. Due to high cost of construction in Alaska, 
it is not possible to obtain this housing under the title VIII program. 
There are no inadequate Government housing that can be utilized on 
a temporary basis and offpost housing is extremely limited, which 
results in extended waiting periods for dependents desiring movement 
to this installation. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, it is approved. Now Fort 
Richardson. Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, family 
housing, and utilities, $6,447,000. 

General Suuter. Mr. C hairman, may I correct a statement I made 
to Mr. Bray ? 

The CuatrMan. Yes, sir. 

General Suuter. That is $28,000 for the house only. There is for 
utilities, $450,000. If you bring that into the thing, then your figure 
of $31,000, sir, is correct. Pardon me, sir. 

The CHarrman. All right. Now, what about Fort Richardson ? 
This is on page 122. 

General Suter. Mr. Chairman, at Fort Richardson, all the items 
requested, except the last two on the sheets before you are for Army 
aviation at Fort Richardson. The last two are for 100 sets of family 
quarters, and a fifth increment of roads, streets, and grounds, At this 
particular installation, instead of budgeting the proportionate share 
of roads, streets, and grounds in each project, we have requested for 
this post in increments, in requests before this committee. This is 
the fifth increment request for the roads, streets, and grounds to sup- 
port construction in place and under construction. 
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The Cuarrman, Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Bray. I want to ask a question. 

Mr. Barres. Mr. Chairman. This is at Anchorage, Alaska, this Fort 
Richardson. 

General Suter. Five miles away, sir, away. 

Mr. Bares. Yes. Now, does this take into account community sup- 
port at Anchorage? 

General Suuer. Yes, sir. Every housing request, Mr. Bates, I 
assure you, does. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I was of the opinion—now apparently from these 
figures here I am wrong, but I was of the opinion that housing in 
Anchorage has been overbuilt during the last few years. I know what 
it was in 1951 when we went up there. It was a desperate situation 
as far as housing is concerned. But they tell me they have had tre- 
mendous expansion of housing up there and that there are adequate 
facilities today. Now, is that incorrect ? 

General Suvuxer. Mr. Bates, we are using 165 units of community 
support. In accordance with the survey of the command as to rental 
prices and type of house, that is the most we figure, sir, that we can 
charge to our assets for community support, and we don’t feel that 
it is overbuilt as far as our usable requirements are concerned, sir. 

Mr. Bates. You base that on the question of price? 

General Suuter. Price and 

Mr. Bates. Do I understand 

General SuHuter. And quality. 

Mr. Bares. Any time that community facilities cost more than the 
rental allowance, you consider them to be inadequate ? 

General Suvuter. Not unless they cost substantially more, where 
the man would, say, have to pay $30 or $40 more a month than his 
quarters allowance. If it were a noncommissioned officer, I think we 
would probably rule one like that out. 

Mr. Bares. Well, let’s taken an officer. Now there are several offi- 
cers around town here who make $120 and are paying $150 right here 
in Washington, D. C., for houses. Is that——— 

General Suuter. You picked an area, sir, where we have practically 
nothing but assets in the civilian community, in this area. Every- 
body has to live in a house—— 

Mr. Bares. If it costs them $30 or $40 out of their pocket, it doesn’t 
make any difference whether it is in Washington, D. C., or Ane horage, 
Alaska. It is the same situation. 

General Suuter. We can’t do anything about it in Washington, 
D. C., it what Iam trying to say. We have no large post in this area, 
nor policy to build family — for the personnel that come to 
Washington. We just don’t have the policy to do it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Bares. It is the same situation. 

General Suvier. The same situation. 

Mr. Bares. As far as the individual is concerned. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; that is right. 

The Crairman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Do the officers and men living there, on that post, get 
extra allowance—you know what I mean? 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. There is no extra allowance, location allowance, as you 
call it ¢ 
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General Suvuter. No, sir; not at this station—not in Alaska. 

Mr. Bray. If they live off base, there is, isn’t there ? 

General Suuer. Well, you get your quarters allowance; that is 
all, your rental allowance. 

Mr. Bray. Isn’t there an extra amount there? 

General Suuter. No, sir. The only place I know 

Mr. Bray. There used to be, didn’t there? 

General Suuter. The only places I know, sir, are some locations in 
the Far East where an officer gets a per diem special payment. because 
it costs him 

Mr. Bray. There are many places in the world that we are doing 
how. 

General Suuter. In France you have some of that. 

Mr. Bray. I was under the impression you were doing it in Alaska. 

General Suuter. Sir, I find, on checking, that I couldn’t be more 
wrong. There is an extra payment in Alaska. I will furnish the 
data for the record. 

The Cuarmman,. Allright. Without objection, the item is approved. 

(Statement for the record follows:) 








Quarters allowance over and above normal rental allowances in Alaska 


[Dollars per day) 








Enlisted Officers 
quarters quarters 
RATES FOR PERSONNEL WITHOUT DEPENDENTS WITH THEM 
ist Judieial Division... rdaa b ae abil iedden 0. 65 | 1.15 
2d Judicial Division : 1.00 | 1.75 
3a Judicial Division J : - 90 | 1.60 
4th Judicial Division. ; | 1.10 1.35 
(Except the following: All that territory west of 150° west longitude and 
all that territory north of 65°30’ north latitude)... ........ ig 1.00 | 1, 75 
RATES FOR THOSE WITH DEPENDENTS WITH THEM 
Ist Judicial Division 1.05 | 1.45 
2d Judicial Division 2. 50 2. 60 
3d Judicial Division: 
Members occupying housing at Aleutian homes housing projects at | | 
Kodiak, Alaska. . ; } 3. 00 3. 20 
All others in 3d Judicial Division 1. 75 | 2.00 
4th Judicial Division - _. , ghia Seat | 2.10 2. 40 
(Except the following: All that territory west of 150° west longitude and | 
all that territory north of 65°30’ north latitude) . ‘ 2. 50 2. 60 


Note.—Only payable if Government quarters are not availabie. 


General Saver. Fort Richardson is located 5 miles northeast of 
Anchorage. Units at this installation provide ground and air de- 
fense for the Anchorage-Elmendorf Headquarters, United States 
Army, Alaska, and the Alaska General Depot, which provides logis- 
tic support for the entire Alaska theater are located at this station. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $121.3 million. We estimate it will require $81.9 million authori- 
zation in the future to complete the permanent plant required to sup- 
port the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $6.4 mil- 
lion in new authorization for two runways and runup areas (RW) ; 
taxiways (RW); aircraft parking area (RW); aircraft access aprons 
and facilities (RW); aviation fuel storage and dispensing (RW) ; 
heliport lighting system; unit operations building (RW); hangar 
with shop; 100 sets of family quarters; and additional roads, streets, 
and grounds. 
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Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Two runways and runup areas (RW), $131,000: Proposed run- 
ways and engine runup areas are required to furnish separate land- 
ing and takeoff facilities for assigned utility, and cargo helicopters. 
There are no helicopter facilities at this installation. Planned 
stationing of a light cargo helicopter company at Fort Richardson re- 
quires provision of separate helicopter facilities. 

Taxiways, $237,000: Proposed taxiways are required for ground 
movement of helicopters simultaneously with landings and takeoffs 
on the runways, for maximum utilization of the runways. They are 
necessary for efficient control of aircraft traffic between the runways 
and parking areas in recognized paths. Paved taxiways will elim- 
inate the hazard of dirt and gravel being sucked into the rotor blades 
which would have to be replaced at a minimum cost of $3,000 per 
set. There are no helicopter facilities at this installation. Planned 
stationing of a light cargo helicopter company at Fort Richardson 
requires provision of ee helic opter facilities. 


Aircraft parking area, $319,000: Proposed helicopter parking 
area is necessary for adie, unloading, and servicing of aircraft. 


Lack of paved hardstands, when ground vehicles and ‘personnel are 
around the aircraft, would constitute a safety hazard to ground 
personnel and equipment as well as to aircraft, pilots, and passengers. 
Tiedown anchors are required to secure airc raft in windy weather 
and prevent their destruction. There are no helicopter facilities at 
this installation. Planned stationing of a light cargo helicopter com- 
pany at Fort Richardson requires provision of separate helicopter 
facilities. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (RW), $262,000. Paved ac- 
cess aprons are required to support hangar d» th shops in this pro- 
gram for maintenance of 22 aircraft assigned to a light cargo heli- 
copter company. These aprons will provide all-w sather, dust-free 
access from the aircraft parking area to both end doors of the air- 
craft hangar. Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to 
prevent dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. Washing 
facilities are needed to clean the helicopters for maintenance in- 
spection and flying efficiency. The treatment plant is needed to proc- 
ess effluent from all washing areas so as to prevent stream pollution. 

Aviation fuel storage and dispensing (RW), $40,000: Aircraft fuel 
storage with dispensing outlets is required for a light cargo heli- 
copter company. No such facilities are provided, and without them 
the helicopters would either be limited in operational range or would 
have to be refueled by long truck haul, a costly and inefficient proce- 
dure. Flammable storage building is required to provide separate 
storage of paints, dopes, lacquers, lubricating oil, and grease, for 
maintenance of aircraft in the light cargo helicopter company to be 
stationed at Fort Richardson. 

Heliport lighting system, $195,000: Heliport lighting system is 
required for night operation of rotary-wing aircraft, and during 
periods of low visibility, and to permit tactical night training mis- 
sions. There are no helicopter facilities at this installation. With- 
out lighting, helicopter operations would be limited to fair weather 
and daylight hours, and complete tactical training of rotary-wing 
aircraft could not be conducted. 
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Unit operations building (RW), $135,000: Unit operations build- 
ing is required for use by the light cargo helicopter company to be 
stationed at Fort Richardson. This facility will also house the base 
flight operational center, which furnishes weather information, maps, 
plotting and briefing for pilots and navigators, and coordinates sched- 
uling of incoming and outgoing flights. No such facility is available 
and failure to provide it would prevent complete and effective im- 
plementation of the airfield-heliport. 

Hangar with shop (RW), $685,000: Hangar with shops is required 
to provide for major inspections, engine changes, structural repairs, 
postflight inspections, and other maintenance of 22 aircraft in a light 

cargo helicopter company to be stationed at Fort Richardson. Such 

maintenance must be accomplished on a 24-hour basis to support the 
training program. No such facility is provided or funded for this 
purpose, and lack of it would result in maintenance delays and pos- 
sible damage to aircraft as a result of deferred maintenance. 

One hundred sets of family quarters, $3,443,000: This project is 
required to provide family housing for officers stationed at Fort Rich- 
ardson. Senior field grade officers are currently occupying same type 
housing as company grade and noncommissioned officers which is not 
conducive to good morale from either viewpoint. Responsibilities 
of position dictate that senior grade officers live at Fort Richardson. 
Due to $16,500 average mortgage limitation per family unit estab- 
lished for FHA construction in Alaska, it is not possible to construct 
this family housing under Public Law 345 (Capehart), 84th 
Congress. 

Roads, streets, and grounds (fifth increment), $1,000,000: Item is 
an increment of roads, streets, walks, parking areas, and other site 
improvements that are required to serve 22 existing permanent build- 
ings and to provide 2 large hardstands for the post engineer and 
motor park area. Existing buildings were constructed in prior year 
MCA programs without essential permanent paving and site im- 
provements. Existing needs are being met by use of dirt and/or 
pit-run gravel roads with inadequate drainage which results in ex- 
cessive maintenance, vehicles becoming mired in the mud during 
spring thaws, and excessive dust conditions duri ing the summer 
months. The proposed work conforms to the approved master plan 
and will not require the demolition or relocation of any existing 
building. 

The Cuamman. Now, the next item is the tactical installations. 
Family housing. 

Mr. Kevieuer. You are still in Alaska. 

General Suuter. Sir, these family houses are for our Nike sites 
in Alaska: 150 sets. 

There are 5 company grades, 20 noncommissioned officers, 15 com- 
pany grades, 60 noncommissioned officers, 10 company grade, and 40 
noncommissioned officers. The reason they are broken down that 
way is that we have a number of Nike sites in Alaska, some north of 
the range and some south of the range. They are broken down as tc 
different prices in accordance with the construction cost index of the 
area. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. Pardon me again. But I wish the 
general would check and if he is wrong in that statement that there is 
no extra allowance in Alaska—I want him to check this very closely, 
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because I am sure you are in error. The family living off the base 
does get extra pay. I wish you would check the matter and make sure. 
Check the record. I want the record to speak the truth. I wish you 
would do that. 

Mr. Keiiener. You are correct, Mr. Bray. 

The Cuarrman. Now the next is tactical installations. Family 
housing, $4,910,000, on page 124. It takes care of 150 family quarters; 
is that correct ? 

General SHuter. Yes, sir. These are at Nike sites in Alaska, 
specifically, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then the way I total it up, you have 315 units of 
direct appropriated funds for Alaska. 

General Suvuter. For Alaska, and 100 in the United States. 

The CHarrman. And 100 in the continental United States. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The Cuamman. The continental United States. 

General Suuuer. Yes, sir. 

The CuHartrman. Making 415 in all. 

General Suvuter. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. Now, 
the next is Pacific Command Area. Tripler Army Hospital, Hawaii. 
Medical facilities, $154,000. That is on page 

Mr. Bray. One hundred and twenty-eight. 

The Cuamman,. One hundred and tw enty -eight. 

General Suuter. These, sir, are two passenger elevators to go in 
existing shafts in Tripler Hospital. They never were put in when the 
hospital was constructed. We need them in order to straighten out 
a situation where people have to wait long periods of time to get up 
and down the floors of Tripler Hospital. 

Mr. Rivers. You built the hospital and put the shafts in and didn’t 
get the money to install the elevators. 

General Sauter. That is right. 

The next station is Tripler Army Hospital located 4 miles northwest 
of Honolulu, Oahu, T. H. This installation provides general hos- 
pitalization for all armed services personnel in the Hawaiian area ; 
also serves Veterans’ Administration and Public Health Service; 
facilities for joint Armed Forces examining station; provides head- 
quarters for all medical activities, inc luding dispensaries, veterinary 
service, dental service, outpatient service, and medical depot. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $35.4 million. We estimate it will require $8.9 million authoriza- 
tion in the future to complete the permanent plant required to support 
the mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $154,000 in new 
authorization for the installation of 2 passenger elevators. 

These elevators will be installed in existing shafts in units B and C 
of the hospital to augment the existing facilities and relieve the con- 
gested traffic conditions which currently cause passengers to cross 
through wards to use elevators in unit A. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, it is approved. The next is 
Caribbean Command area. Fort Buchanan, P. R.; community facil- 
ity, and utilities, $973,000. 

General Suuuer. These, Mr. Chairman, are $136,000 for a guard- 
house at Fort Buchanan, and $137,000 for a boilerhouse at Fort 
Buchanan. 
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The CuarrMan. Can't we dispense with that guardhouse ? 

General Suvuter. I don’t see how we can, sir. 

The next station is Fort Buchanan, located 3 miles south of San 
Juan, P. R. This installation has a port and depot, personnel center, 
command radio-transmitter station, Army Air Force exchange, Army 
motion-picture service headquarters, and it houses and supports tech- 
nical service supply, maintenance, and transportation activities. Its 
mission includes operation of 3 subposts and 11 USAR training centers 
at various towns as offpost facilities. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$15.6 million. . We estimate it will require $10 million authorization 
in the future to complete the permanent plant required to support 
the mission mentioned. This year, we are asking for $273,000 in new 
authorization for a guardhouse and boilerhouse. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

A guardhouse of 4,602 square feet at an estimated cost of $136,000 
is proposed to provide permanent-type guardhouse. Existing facili- 
ties are located in semipermanent structures which were built in 1941- 
42, and which have outlived their useful life. 

Existing buildings will be demolished upon completion of proposed 
facility. 

A boilerhouse of 5,700 square feet at an estimated cost of $137,000 
is required to replace the present laundry boilerhouse, which is a 
wood frame structure covered with corrugated galvanized iron roof- 
ing, and siding, built in 1940. Various structural members are heavily 
infested with termites and dry rot, and roofing material has deterio- 
rated beyond the scope of normal maintenance, having numerous leaks 
that present a safety hazard. 

Furthermore, the present building is not large enough for the in- 
tended purpose. The boiler serves the only laundry in this command, 
and if it becomes inoperative, due to boiler damages, it will seriously 
hamper operation of all installations in this command, especially 
Rodriquez Army Hospital. Existing structure will be demolished 
and proposed structure built around existing boilers. 

The Cuatrman,. The next is Fort Gulick, C. Z. Community facility, 
$289,000. 

General Suvrier. This is the other religious facility I spoke about, 
Mr. Chairman. This is a 300-seat chapel center at this station. 

The CHamman. State that again. My attention was diverted. 

General Sruuner. I say previously I had referred to the fact that 
we had two chapels in this program. 

The CyHatrman,. Oh, yes. 

General Suvter. This is the second chapel. 

The Cuatrman. This will take care of the chapel. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Fort Gulick is located 2 miles southeast of Cristobal, Panama Canal Zone. 
This installation furnishes necessary garrison facilities for quartering and train- 
ing of assigned units in furtherance of the overall mission of United States 
Army, Caribbean. The principal function is the United States Army, Caribbean 
School for Latin American and United States military personnel, for training 
of individuals for deployment in-other overseas theaters. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $11.2 mil- 


lion. We estimate it will require $3.3 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. This 
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year we are asking for $289,000 in new authorization for a chapel center. Justi 
fication for this project is as follows: No chapel building exists on the post. 
Services are held in a barracks building which is inadequate for religious activ- 
ity. Continued services of religious worship in such surroundings are not con- 
ducive to good morale of personnel. 

Post has current mission as USARCARIB School with continuous classes for 
military personnel of all countries of Central and South America. Construction 
of an adequate chapel will definitely increase spiritual morale of United States 
personnel and enhance relationship with students from foreign countries. 

Upon completion of an adequate permanent chapel center, facility now in use 
will be returned to its original designation for reassignment. Disapproval of 
the project will require continued use of a makeshift chapel facility at Fort 
yulick, as well as the temporary chapel at Fort Davis, which post is scheduled 
for downphasing as soon as adequate facilities become available at Fort Gulick. 

The Cuairman. United States Army, Europe. Various locations. 

Now let’s take a recess right now. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is a good idea. 

The Cuamman. Now before we take a recess, members of the com- 
mittee, getting back to the hospitals that was discussed yesterday and 
today, that with reference to Fort Jackson we had already authorized 
and appropriated $5 million—wasn’t that the amount? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

General Suuuer. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. And that you were going to ask for a $10 million 
hospital down there. 

General Suvuter. That is $10.4 million. 

The Cuarrman. $10.4. 

General Suuter. There has been a cost rise since it was authorized. 

The Cuatmrman. Now, if the committee decides to grant the author- 
ization at this time, would not it have to refer back to our original 
authorization and change that ? 

Mr. Keuiener. It could. That way is perfectly all right, to give 
added authority. 

The Cuarrman. Then you would have it in this kind of shape if 
you can this way. Put in an item for $5 million for a hospital at Jack- 
son. Then you would have 2 years ago a hospital for $5 million. Why 
wouldn’t it be properly 

Mr. Kexirner. It has been done before, Mr. Chairman, in our bills. 
A similar situation has occurred. You could put a new section at 
the end of title I, amending the previous authorization. That is 
perfectly all right. 

The Cuairman. I think that is the best way. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right. 

The CHairman. Because that shows there has been already author- 
ized and already been appropriated. So I suggest you prepare an 
amendment for Mr. Rivers to lay before the committee for 
consideration. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right, sir. 

The CHatrman. That the money be increased at Jackson in ac- 
cordance with the statement of the general, which he is going to ask 
for next year, for an additional $5 million. 

General Suuter. $5.4. 

Mr. Rivers. Then that would give him the authority to do just 
what you told us. 

The Cuatrman. Now members of the committee, we will take that 
up when we come back after lunch. We must meet this afternoon 
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at 2 o’clock. And I understand Mr. Albert Thomas will be here to 
testify in reference to San Jacinto or something down there. I trust 
all of you will be back here. 

Mr. Rivers. Two o’clock. 

The Cuarrman. Two o'clock. Thank you, General. 

General Suuter. Thank you, sir, very much. 

Mr. Bares. That was a good job, Mr. Chairman. 

(Whereupon, at 12:06 p. m., the committee recessed until 2 p. m., 
the same day.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CHamman. Now let the committee come to order. 

Is our colleague from Texas, Mr. Thomas, here? Will the gentle- 
man please come around ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, have we the letter from the Depart- 
ment? Members of the committee, you will recall that during the last 
session of Congress we were considering the public works bill. We 
have the privilege of taking the testimony of our distinguished col- 
league from Texas, Mr. Thomas. And he suggested that an inquiry 
be made with reference to transfer ring to some other section or moving 
the Ordnance Depot at San Jacinto, down at Houston, Tex. 

We, therefore, put a provision in the bill authorizing the Secretary 
to make a study or ore ise to determine whether this is the proper 
place, and made money available for that purpose. 

The study was made “a a report has been submitted to the Depart- 
ment, which I will call to your attention later on. I understand our 
colleague desires to make some comments with reference to the matter. 
Itisa . pleasure to have you here today, Mr. Thomas, to do so. 

Mr. Tuomas. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrmMan. Just keep your seat. 

Mr. Tuomas. And gentlemen of the committee. Let me again thank 
you for your generosity and consideration for letting me come here to 
express the view point of the vast majority of the people of my district. 

And I reiterate, the vast majority of the people of my district. 

They can’t understand why the Army wants to keep an ammunition 
dump which belongs on $50-an-acre land on land that will sell today 
from $3,000 to $5,000 an acre. 

Last year, or about that time, our 2 Senators—1 of them is now the 
Governor of Texas—along with the county judge of the county, the 
chairman of the port commission, the mayor of Pasadena, and the 
mayor of Baytown, and the mayor of San Jacinto, representatives of 
all the bodies—the president of the chamber of commerce was even 
here. And we appeared over at Senator Higgins’ office, along with 
Secretary Anderson. We folks who are associated with the military, 
like you and I have done for the past many years, know that orders 
were orders. Secretary Anderson told Secretary Higgins in our pres- 
ence—there wasn’t anything secret about it, because there were 10 or 15 
of us present—to get rid of that depot as it doesn’t belong there. That 
is Secretary Higgins being told by then Secretary Anderson to get the 
depot out, because it was no place to have it as it was a hazard and too 
expensive, and so forth. 

I thought Secretary Higgins thought he understood what he was 
talking about. Apparently he didn’t. He came back to my office 
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3 or 4 weeks ago sort of trembling, saying he needed somebody to hold 
his hand before he could doit. That is it in substance. 

I find that the Army has sent to the committee and myself a letter 
that they can’t afford to move the depot, that it would cost $33 million. 
I am no sure whether they tried to tell you that it would cost $33 mil- 
lion or they would lose $33 million. 

Well, let them take: it either way they want it. They can call 
their own shots. It is not going to take $33 million to move it. And 
T have their own figures. 

The land cost about $400 or $450 an acre when they bought it, 
1941 I believe it was—purely a wartime measure. Gentlemen, it is 
situated—it is about the shape of a sausage. It is a long, narrow 
strip. These figures are approximate. It is about 4 or 41% or 5 miles 
right on the Houston Ship Channel. It is a long, narrow strip. 

"Therefore, a conservative figure of the value of the land—a lot of 
it will sell, so the experts tell me ,for seven or eight thousand dollars 
an acre. But I want to use a conservative figure of half that, say, 
$3,500 an acre. 

The land and the improvements cost about sixteen five. That is 
the Army’s figure. Of course, they have about twice the equipment 
on there that ‘they have any business there with. But that is about 
the way the Army operates. So that is nothing unusual either. 
They figure it will cost about $33 million. Let’s see how they arrive 
at that. At best, the raw land will sell for more than the Government 
paid for the land and the buildings, by a million or a million and a half 
dollars. 

Now, those 247 or 250 buildings, or 284 buildings—what that will 
bring, your guess is as good as my own. It will bring something, as 
it is all good substantial buildings. There are railroad tracks, and so 
forth. 

Now, in their report to the committee they state over at Point Aux 
Pins is just about what they want. The have looked it all over. 
That is in our distinguished friend, the gentleman from Alabama, 
Mr. Frank Boykin’s district. They want to pick out 1,266 acres, I 
understand, for the land they have in mind, at a cost—this is their 
figures and not mine, $2,938,750 

“Y, esterday, in discussing ‘the matter with Mr. Boykin’s very able 
administrative assistant—Mr. Boykin was out of town, out of pocket 
or something, but I have talked to him innumerable times about it. 
too. He said the land—he said the Corps of Engineers could get the 
land from $30 to $100 anacre. The $100 an acre part is on the water- 
front. 

Now, I am telling you what he told me. I think he is a man of 
good understanding. But that is the type of land one of these 
dumps belong on, is $50-an-acre land, or $25 an acre—swampy land, 
land where nobody is around and has no value. That makes com- 
monsense. Not on $3,500 to $7,000 an acre, when hundreds of people 
are in the vicinity and millions upon millions of chemical plants and 
oil refineries and industrial plants are around there. 

Of course, they say it won’t go up. But they didn’t think Texas 
City would go up, either. And it was a good old Army ship that 
sent it up, and killed 600 people and did—what—150 or 200 million 
dollars’ worth of damage, outside of killing 600 people. But, of 
course, they didn’t think that would go up, either. 





: 
t 


~ Re ENS ee 


| 
| 
| 





1663 


But now getting back to that land. From $30 to $100 an acre for 
swamps, cutover land, and $100 is the highest figure on the water- 
front. Well, take the high figure of $100—not 300. That would 
be $1,200,000. But the Army just sets it up for $2,838,750. About 
two and a half times the right figure. had they have construction, 
$27,800,000. All the im srovements they have put on the Houston 
site, since they have had it, in 1941 or 1942, has only been $1414 
million. Of course, I understand there has been a little inflation going 
on since then. Built on a permanent basis, though. And yet they 
come around here and put a figure like this of 28 million—no, $27,- 
800,000 now. 

Well, I think you could cut that half in two, like you did the land 
value. Then they come up with another interesting figure. Trans- 
fer of personnel and materiel, $2,140,000. 

Well, I don’t know how many personnel they have there. I pre- 
sume they will know. But IL know civilian personnel that are work- 
ing between 250 and 275 people is all, and have only a handful of 
military personnel. And 58,000 tons of ammunition—that is their 
figure and not mine—at a total value of $60 million. Storing $60 
million worth of ammunition, on their figures, on a piece of property 
that is worth anywhere from 15 to 50 million dollars. That makes 
sense, too, doesn’ t it, gentlemen ? 

The CHATRMAN. May I ask what place are you suggesting to the 
committee that we locate it ? 

Mr. THomas. Well, may I say to my distinguished friend—now 
reading from their report they say they have searched over 12 or 15 
places, ~Jooked them over, and they think Point Aux Pins, Ala., is 
ideal to their purposes. 

So I wouldn’t—not knowing any of these locations, but I have 
talked with the gentleman from Alabama, and he says, Mr. Boykin, 
that it is a fine place, and I would take certainly his word for it on 
that. basis. I was told yesterday that you could buy the 12,600 acres 
they are figuring on for from 30 to 100 dollars an acre. 

The Carman. Have you the report there from the engineers as 
to the different sites they investigated ¢ 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. How much did it cost to make the survey ? 

Mr. Kexiener. I don’t know how much this one cost, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuatrman. Well now, what—read the survey there, please, sir. 
[ Laughter. | 

Read what is said about the point in Alabama. You have a sum- 
mary there. 

Mr. Tuomas. Mr. Chairman, I have it here. I will read it for you, 
if you would like. 

The Cnatrman. If you will, please 

Mr. Tuomas (reading) : 

These studies conclude that Point Aux Pins, Ala., is the most desirable alter- 


nate location if movement of the depot is required. In arriving at the con- 


clusion, 16 separate locations in Florida, Alabama, Louisiana, and Texas were 
investigated. 


The Cramman. Now, may I offer this suggestion? You know 
what we are up against, and you are up against the same thing. But 
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there is one ray of hope, and I want to read it to you. I want to give 
you a little aid. In the statement submitted to the committee at the 
opening of this bill by Mr. Bryant, he made this statement: 


To correct this situation— 
now listen to this— 


the Department is considering a plan for authorizing disposition of high-priced 
real property and the use of part of the proceeds of Sale for less expensive 
replacement property. There are many military installations originally cited 
in suburban areas that are now partially or completely surrounded by urban 
development. The dollar value of these Government holdings have multiplied. 
But simultaneously the potential use by the military department concerned have 
been lessened and necessarily expansion almost completely prohibited. 

Now, I suggest to you that in view of that statement of Mr. Bryant, 
that you go down there and follow up with Mr. Bryant along this 
line. You are listening to me? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir; go ahead. 

The Cuatrman. You see, because you are confronted with this 
proposition. Here is a letter to the committee: 

As directed by section 104, Public Law 868, chapter 936, the second section. 
Copies of a study to determine an appropriate site for the relocation of the 
San Jacinto Ordance Depot, Tex., are attached. The study concludes that Point 
Aux Pins, Ala., was the most desirable location if movement of the depot is 
directed. 

To move this depot to Point Aux Pins, Ala., will cost $33 million. I would 
consider this to be an unwarranted expenditure and strongly recommend against 
moving this depot. You will recall that my letter to you of March 29, 1956, a 
copy of which is attached for ready reference, reviewed in some detail reasons 
why this depot should not be moved. Those reasons are still applicable. 

That is signed by the Secretary of the Army. Now, that was writ- 
ten on January 23, 1957. 

On May 14, Mr. Bryant made the statement I have just read to you. 
Now, why wouldn’t it be a wise thing for you to contact Mr. Bryant 
and see in view of the new policy that has been adopted to sell high- 
priced land and put the military installations on lands that are not 
so expensive and not so valuable in the industrial neighborhood of a 
community—that this matter might be looked into? Because you 
know and I know well enough what would happen if we tried in 
here to move this to Alabama, in view of this letter. So I am offering 
the suggestion to you, in view of this policy of Mr. Bryant’s, from 
the Department of Defense, that is in charge of all of these matters- 
you might be making progress if you go down there and discuss it 
and not try to force it to an issue right now. 

Mr. Tuomas. Mr. Chairman, that is a good suggestion. 

The CuairMan. This is a new policy that has never been announced 
before. 

Mr. Tuomas. That makes sense, no question about it. 

The Cuarman. What? 

Mr. Tuomas. Makes sense. 

The CuarrmMan. Well 

Mr. Tuomas. Asa policy. 

The CHatrmMan. Why isn’t that the way to do it ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Let me read- 

The CuarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. Go ahead and read it. 
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Mr. Tuomas. Let me read to the chairman and the committee a 
little language that I have submitted for your consideration. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Tuomas. It is a proposed new section to the military public 
works bill. It is under the Army section. Section number blank 
(reading) : 

The Secretary of the Army is authorized and directed to dispose of immedi- 
ately all right, title and interest of the United States into San Jacinto, Tex., 
provided that any removable facilities which are needed by the Department of the 


Army may be reolcated in another location or in lieu thereof may be replaced 
at another location. 


Now, that is what Mr. Bryant said: 


The disposal of the property shall be accomplished through the Chief of Engi- 
neers, expeditiously, by sale for cash or on terms in such manner and under such 
terms as the Secretary of the Army shall deem advisable in the public interest, 
but conveying clear fee title without restrictions. 


Now, this is important to the Army, too: 


All proceeds derived from the disposition of the property shall be set aside 
in a separate fund of the Treasury and shall be obligated by Army and used by 
the Army to pay all expenses incurred in connection with the disposition of the 
property and the relocation or replacement of any facilities at another location, 
including the acquisition of land. Any excess funds shall be transferred to 
Army for obligation. 

The Cuarmman. Now, may I offer a suggestion. If you just went 
one step further and said that this property must bring the value of 
the reestablishment in some other place, we would be on safe grounds 
to act on it. 

Mr. Tuomas. Has that ever been done in the knowledge—— 

The CuHarMan. In view of the views expressed by the Secretary. 
Now, we have to realistic about this. I know what you are up against. 
I know something about it. I have all these reports before me. It is 
9,400 acres of land. There are 18 miles of railroad. There are 281 
buildings. There is 415,000 square feet of magazines. There are 
270,000 square feet of improved storage. There is 70,000 tons of 
ammunition there. There is $80 million worth of ammunition there. 
And we are authorized $229,500 for the acquisition of more land in 
1953. Now, I know all these facts about it. I am not convinced that 
we are going to be able to convince Congress in view of this letter. 

Mr. Tuomas. In the first place, the Secretary didn’t have more to 
do with the preparation of that letter than I did. 

The CuarrMan. Well, he signed it. 

Mr. Tuomas. And he doesn’t know what he is talking about. It 
won’t any more take $33 million to move that property down there, 
unless he is going to build a palace all over the place, and waste 50 
percent of it. 

The Cuatrman. May I suggest 

Mr. Tuomas. This property will bring enough money to build a new 
one from the ground up. 

The Cuatrman. File your amendment with the committee and we 
will give it most careful consideration. 

Mr. Tuomas. Mr. Chairman, I do hope that the committee who 
does legislating will write it into the bill. 

The Cuarrman. I am trying to offer you 
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Mr. Tuomas. My people are taxpayers and they are getting awfully 
tired of the Army telling them to pay taxes and telling them to jump 
in the lake. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. If there 
was an explosion there—I withdraw that. I wasn’t here at the begin- 
ning of your statement. But is that area around there now built up? 

Mr. Tuomas. Oh, very, very much so. Now, of course, we are a little 
bit conscious of explosions down there, because this is about 20 miles 
or 25 miles from Texas City. It is only a little piece there where the 
Army’s ship blew up down there 5 or 6 or 7 years ago and killed 600 
people and did two or three hundred million dollars worth of damage. 
This is even more congested than that area there. And if you have an 
explosion down there, the probabilities are Texas City will look like a 
little firecracker beside this. It is just that serious. 

The Cuarrman. I think the sensible thing to do, members of the 
committee and Mr. Thomas, is for him to file his amendment and we 
will consider it when we take up the bill for consideration in executive 
session. 

But I do think some progress might be made if you will contact 
Mr. Bryant with the new philosophy. 

Mr. Tuomas. I will follow my chairman’s suggestion immediately. 

The Crarrman. You are up against the Secretary’s letter, and I 
think—this is off the record. 

Mr. Tomas. This committee runs the Army and the Secretary 
doesn’t run it, Mr. Chairman. You do the legislating and not the 
Secretary. 

The Cuarman. I understand that. I am trying to be of some aid 
to keep you from being somewhat chagrined if this letter was read 
on the floor of the House. 

Mr. Tuomas. I will read it on the floor and tear it to pieces because 
it is not factual. 

The Cuarrman. Well 

Mr. Tromas. It is not factual. And I want this record to show 
it is not factual. 

The Cuatrman. Well 

Mr. Tuomas. It is not going to cost any $22 million, unless they 
go down there and build swimming pools and a nice big plush air- 
conditioned office for each one of them down there. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I just say one word before the 
gentleman leaves? It seems to me as a brand new member of this 
committee—and you gentlemen always know more about this than I 
do. But I do think this one thing. And the thing in your statement 
that appealed to me more than most anything that appealed to me is 
the protection of human life. If these installations can properly be 
located where there is no danger to human life, it would certainly 
appeal to me. 

Mr. Tuomas. Well, I thank the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

The Cuarmman. Thank you, Mr. Thomas. 

Mr. Tuomas. Just remember what Secretary Anderson told Secre- 
tary Higgins. 

Mr. Huppieston. Was that before the election or afterward? 
[ Laughter. | 
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The Cuamman. Now, the next item is the Army Forces, Far East. 
Page 7, line 22. Various installations. Operational facilities, train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, storage facilities, troop housing. 

r. Bray. What page? 

The Cuarrman. It is on page 7 of the bill. 

Mr. Bray. What page of the book? 

Mr. Keriener. Page 138. 

General SuHuxter. Mr. Chairman, pages 1, 3, and 4, and the next 
item is in the line of communications, France—that is, various facili- 
ties for the European theater. 

The Cuarrman. This relates to the communications in France? 

General Suurer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. It is fencing it up; isn’t it? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I would respectfully request that 
we go into executive session for the remainder of the bill, because 
all the remaining items are classified. 

The CuHarrman. All right, let the committee go into executive 
session. 

General Suuter. This is “secret” material. May I clear the room, 
sir, of all personnel not cleared ? 

The CHarrman. All personnel except the official ones with the 
Department are respectfully requested to absent themselves from the 
committee room. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded into executive session. ) 

(The committee proceeded further in public session as follows:) 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Put onthe record 103. Is 103 classified ? 

General SHuter. 103 is not classified. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Take all this down, Mr. Reporter. 

Now, what is the justification for this? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, this is a defense-sponsored section. 
It is an all-three-services request. ““he Army’ request is for $5 million. 

This very simply, sir, would alleviate a condition that we get into 
in a program that is as important and moves as rapidly as the research 
and development program does, where we have to wait—if we miss 
coming up ms on a yearly request we have to wait another year until 
we can get up to Congress again. This would give us an authorization 
not to exceed $5 million, to be certified by the Secretary of Defense 
in each case, where we felt that in the interests of national security 
we must get forward with construction for a research and develop- 
ment type facility without waiting until we come up in the next 
annual bill, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. The same thing as Mr. Cannon spoke against 

General Suuter. The Air Force had this last year. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. It wasn’t written in their law last 
year; was it? 

General SHuter. Yes, sir; it was. 

The Cuarrman. The Air Force had it? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; $50 million last year. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you are more modest than they are. You are 
asking for $5 million. 

Mr. Rivers. Ten percent of it. 
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The Cuarrman. Now why wouldn’t this be a good place to draw 
a line through section 103 and also follow the same thing in the $50 
million with the Air Force ? 

We can get by without this, can we not? How is this going to 
hurt? We are in session practically all the time. You can come up 
any day. The door is open all the time. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have this ‘off the 
record. 

Mr. Ketxiener. This is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuatrman. Well, I think you got plenty—you can always wait 
to get the new authority. Let’s sort of keep up with what we are 
doing. Let’s don’t get too far. 

I move section 103 be stricken and also following the discussions 
had here the other two sections for the other departments. 

Without objection, we will strike 103. 

Section 104. 

Mr. Huppteston. Mr. Chairman, I thought we ought to strike these 
others right now—section 203 and section 306. 

The CHarrman. Section 203 ! 

Mr. Huppiesron. That is the Navy section and the Air Force is 
section 306. 

The Cuarman. All right. We will go over it. 

Mr. Keviener. Ultimately. 

The CuatrmMan. Section 104. The Secretary of the Army is author- 
ized to purchase out of appropriations available for raat y construc- 

tion family housing including necessary land at, or nea +, military tac- 
tical installations for assignment as public quarters to ‘military per- 
sonnel and their dependents. Not more than 300 units of such hous- 
ing may be purchased under this section. Space limitations per unit 
will be in accordance with subsections (a), (b), and (c) of section 
4774 of title 10, United States Code, and cost limitations as now or 
hereafter established for military housing constructed with appro- 
priated funds. 

Now that applies to Nike acquisition, doesn’t it / 

Mr. Rivers. At Nike locations. 

General Suuter. That applies specifically and only to Nike 
locations. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, we approve that. 

Mr. Rivers. 105. 

The Cuatrman. Now the next section, 105, and section 106 and sec- 
tion 107, and section—— 

Mr. Ketiener. 108, at the top of page 14, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All of those are increases in authorization. Now, I 

think you ought to try to justify in a general way how it so happens 
that—you ask for bids, you don’t get the bids, and you have to come 
back here and increase the appropriation. That is w hat all this is for? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. What? 

General SuHuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This has broken out lately. It just began to h: - 
pen the last year or two. I think last year was probably—or the yea 
before last was the first time we ever had to carry anything like this. 
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Now, is it due to the fact that the contractors say, “Well, we know 
what the authorization is,’ because they have these bills, “and we 
cant’ build it for that or we don’t make but a small profit if we build 
it for that, so therefore we know if we don’t get the contract that we 
will go back up there and they will go back up there and they will 
go back up to Congress, and they tell us they need a little bit more 
money to build it.” 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, it has practically nothing to do 
with contractors. Most of these have never been put out for bid. 

The Cuatrman. Well, then, how do you know your money is not 
sufficient ? 

General Suurer. Because, Mr. Chairman, we have, through the 
Corps of Engineers, in trying to make our cost estimate to go for bids, 
have had to revise these upward because the cost index in the last 214 
years, for instance, has risen 13.4 percent. In some places it has risen 
as much. as 30 percent, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Now 

General Suuter. When these are delayed, sir, some of these are 

The Cuarrman. Now, General—— 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuatrMan. It is just about $20 million for the Army. 

General SuHuter. $23 million. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. $23 million, out of a bill of about $300 million. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. But let me say this, sir. It is true we 
didn’t ask for any of that last year, but I will take the responsibility 
for not asking for part of this last year. I should have asked for it. 

The Cuamman. Some of the departments asked for it. 

Mr. Kevitener. The Air Force had $136 million last year. 

Mr. Rivers. The Army did not ask for it ? 

Mr. Ketitenrr. The Army had a small amount. 

General Suuter. I asked for only $460,000. That was for the Fort 
Jay ferry slip and a little project in Adak, Alaska. I should have 
asked for at least about half of this last year because we are hurting 
very much in getting started on a great number of these projects 
because I didn’t. 

Mr. Rivers. I can say this for the contractors in my part of the 
world. They had one come down there from Pennsylvania who had 
to back up and turn it over to a bonding company. We had another 
one that asked to be relieved because he said his margin was between 
2 and 4 percent, and he couldn’t afford to. 

The contractors in my part of the country are working on a margin 
and they can’t afford it. 

General SuHuver. Mr. Chairman, this is not an increase in scope. 
That is not it at all. 

The Cuatrman. For instance, with respect to the Atlanta, strike out 
$852,000 and insert in lieu thereof $984,000, about $100,000 more doing 
what you said we could do for $832,000. , 

General Suter. But we said that a while ago, Mr. Chairman, when 
it would have cost us that if we could have done it then. 

The Cuatrman. Then that is a little our fault because we should be 
more cautious in authorization. We shouldn’t pile up the authori- 
zations. That is what I have been speaking about all the time. We 
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should hold the authorization and appropriation a little closer to- 
gether. 

General Sauter. Mr. Chairman, I think this committee has a very 
good system of rescission after so many years. But these are not in 
that category. We need these. 

The Cuarrman. I know they are not. 

General Suu.er. We need these. 

The Cramman. But we probably authorize them too far in ad- 
vance, and they are not high enough in your priority 

General Suurer. Oh, yes, sir. High in our priority. But we 
have no control, sir, over rising construction costs. 

The CuHairman. Well, without objection, we approve all those 
sections. 

(The justification is as follows :) 





STATEMENT ON DEFICIENCY AUTHORIZATION, TITLE I, FiscAL YEAR 1958 MILITARY 
PusBLic WorKs BILL, spy Bric. GEN. WILLIAM R. SHULER 


Mr. Chairman, Department of the Army requests authorizations to offset 
deficiencies on certain projects which were authorized in fiscal years 1954, 1955, 
1956, and 1957. The total of the deficiency requested is $23,489,000. 

Section 105 proposes the increase in authorization under Public Law 209, 
83d Congress (fiscal year 1954 authorization act) by $404,000. 

Section 106 proposes the increase in authorization under Public Law 534, 
83d Congress (fiscal year 1955 authorization act) by $2,810,000. 

Section 107 proposes the increase in authorization under Public Law 161, 
84th Congress (fiscal year 1956 authorization act) by $9,633,000. 

Section 108 proposes the increase in authorization under Public Law 968, 
84th Congress (fiscal year 1957 authorization act) by $10,642,000. 

The basic reason for the request for deficiency authorization is the general 
rise in construction costs. During the period July 1954 to December 1956, 
construction costs have risen an average of 14 percent in the United States. 
This rise in construction is caused by an increase in labor rates; an increase 
in the cost of materials; an increase in transportation rates; an increase in 
the cost to the contractor to borrow money to finance construction. 

The annual increase in the construction costs is approximately 4 percent 
on an average. Due to the time-consuming process in the review and approval 
of the public works construction projects, approximately 2 years elapses from 
the time the budget estimate of the project is placed under contract. For 
example, the budget estimates for the projects approved in the fiscal year 1957 
authorization act (Public Law 968, 84th Cong.) were accomplished in the spring 
of 1955. Construction contracts for these projects are being awarded this spring. 

In addition to the general rise in construction costs, there are other contrib- 
uting factors which have necessitated this request for deficiency authorization. 
These factors will be outlined in detail when the specific stations are discussed. 


Fiscal year 1954 authorization act (Public Law 209, 83d Cong.) 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to first discuss the proposed increase in authori- 
zation under Public Law 209, 83d Congress, in the amount of $404,000. 

Three projects were authorized at Red River Arsenal, Ark., by the fiscal year 
1954 authorization act in the amount of $1,808,000. One of the projects, additional 
water supply facility, was awarded for construction on May 19, 1955, in the 
amount of $218,000. This compared with the budget estimate for this project 
of $375,000. Another project, additional boiler heating plant, was awarded on 
October 19, 1955, at the budget estimate of $55,000. The budget estimate of the 
remaining project authorized in fiscal year 1954, ammo renovating facilities, 
was $1,378,000. Bids were taken on this project on November 2, 1955, which 
resulted in costs which were too high to award the contract. The second bid- 
ding on this project was taken on June 6, 1956. By deletion of parts of this 
facility we were able to award a contract within the authorization available 
plus the cost variation allowable by Public Law 209. We now require deficiency 
authorization in the amount of $404,000 to permit us to construct the remainder 
of the facilities originally contemplated by this project. The remaining facilities 
to be constructed are a receiving building, three storehouses, and a magazine 
mounded concrete box. 
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Fiscal year 1955 authorization act (Public Law 534, 88d Cong.) 


Seetion 106 of the current authorization act proposes deficiency authorization 
in the amount of $2,810,000 to cover deficiencies in construction projects at 
Fort Detrick, Md., and the United States Military Academy, West Point, N. Y. 

At Fort Detrick, Md., deficiency authorization in the amount of $777,000 is 
requested. In the fiscal year 1955 authorization act, four projects were author- 
ized for construction for a Department of the Army relay center at Woodbridge, 
Va. These four projects were: An operations building, a warehouse, a 198-man 
barracks, and the auxiliary roads, walks, parking areas, and fencing, at a total 
estimated cost of $2,360,000. The location for this construction was changed 
subsequently to Fort Detrick, Md. The change in location was authorized by 
Public Law 161, 84th Congress (p. 6). The original budget estimates for this 
construction were made in 1954 with location at Woodbridge, Va. When the 
change in location was made to Fort Detrick, Md., it was necessary to redesign 
the facilities. As a part of this redesign, it was found necessary to include pile 
foundations due to poor soil conditions found at Fort Detrick. None of the four 
projects originally authorized by Public Law 534 have been awarded for con- 
struction. The design has now been completed and we are ready to initiate 
construction pending approval of the committee of the request for $777,000 in 
deficiency authorization. 

At West Point, N. Y., 2 projects were authorized by Public Law 534 in the 
amount of $9,950,000. One of these projects was for the conversion of a riding 
hall to an academic building ($8,450,000) and the other was for conversion of 
the west academic building to a cadet barracks ($1,500,000). The contract for 
the project conversion of riding hall to academic building was awarded on 
December 30, 1955, in the amount of $10,183,000. In order to award this con- 
tract, it was necessary to utilize the authorization for the project conversion of 
west academic building to cadet barracks and a portion of the 5-percent cost 
variation. (The four interested committees of Congress were informed of the 
action being taken by the Department of the Army prior to award of the con- 
tract.) The increased costs on conversion of the riding hall was due to the 
rise in cost of material and labor since the original project was approved. Cer- 
tain miscellaneous changes were made after the original budget estimates were 
made to provide better interior finishes for the facility. There was no change 
in scope over that authorized by Congress. Now, Mr. Chairman, in order that 
we may proceed with the other project authorized under this public law, we 
require deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,033,000 to permit us to 
proceed with the construction of the project conversion of west academic build- 
ing to cadet barracks. 


Fiscal year 1956 authorization act (Public Law 161, 84th Cong.) 


Section 107 of the current authorization act proposes deficiency authorization 
in the amount of $9,633,000 to cover deficiencies in construction projects at 18 
installations in the United States. 

At Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$303,000 is requested. In the fiscal year 1956 authorization act 4 projects were 
authorized for construction at this location for an estimated cost of $1,736,000. 
These were expanded electrical distribution system ($458,000), Spesutie Island 
Bridge ($210,000), enlisted men’s barracks ($611,000), and family quarters 
($457,000). By utilizing the authorization for the Spesutie Island Bridge and 
a portion of the 5 percent allowable cost variation, we awarded contracts in 
June 1956 for the enlisted men’s barracks and expansion, electrical distribution 
system and a contract in December 1956 for family quarters, an award total 
of $1,803,000. Overruns of the original estimates were caused by a general rise 
in cost of labor and materials and a change in criteria to provide improved 
quality of construction, This change was the increase granted by Congress in 
July of 1955 (fiscal year 1956) in the cost limitations for family quarters. The 
fourth project, Spesutie Island Bridge, has been redesigned to permit construc- 
tion while maintaining traffic in operation; a contract has not been awarded. 
We now require deficiency authorization in the amount of $303,000 to permit us 
to construct this remaining facility. 

At Seneca Ordnance Depot, N. Y., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$83,000 is requested. Construction of 1 project, an enlisted men’s service club 
($129,000), was authorized by Public Law 161, 84th Congress. Resiting of 
this facility to avoid poor foundation conditions and increases in cost of material 
and labor have resulted in a higher estimate than originally provided. The 
project was advertised for bids in June 1956 and again last August. In both 











1672 


cases bids were rejected because a usable facility could not be provided within 
the authorization. Deficiency authorization of $83,000 is needed to permit con- 
struction of this project. 

At Fort Lee, Va., deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,285,000 is re- 
quested. The fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act authorized construction of 10 
projects at Fort Lee, including 8 enlisted men’s barracks ($5,095,000), 106 family 
quarters ($2,056,000), 1 bachelor officer’s quarters ($349,000), and other fa- 
cilities. Construction contracts were awarded in June 1956 for 2 of the 3 bat- 
talion headquarters buildings, branch post exchange, 4 motor repair shops, motor 
park facilities, and a hardstand; the 8 enlisted men’s barracks were awarded 
in September 1956; and 102 family quarters have been awarded to date. Thus, 
by utilizing the authorization for the 3 unawarded items and a portion of the 
5 percent allowable cost variation for the installation, we have awarded 5 proj- 
ects and usable increments of 2 others for a total cost of $8,889,000. 

Increases in cost of the awarded projects and in cost estimates for unawarded 
items have resulted since preparation of the original budget estimates. Poor 
foundation conditions which necessitated extensive engineering changes also 
eontributed materially to the increased cost of the 8 enlisted men’s barracks. 

Therefore, deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,285,000 is needed at 
Fort Lee to permit construction of the bachelor officer‘s quarters (60 spaces), 
the regimental dispensary, 3 battalion classrooms and the third battalion head- 
quarters building previously authorized. 

At Fort Detrick, Md., deficiency authorization in the amount of $73,000 is re- 
quested. Construction of four projects was authorized by the fiscal year 1956 
Authorization Act at this post. All are extensions or additions to utilities and 
include extension to sanitary sewer ($97,000), addition to boiler plant ($164,000), 
extension to road ($159,000),and extension to fence ($32,000). Contracts for 
all four projects were awarded in May, June, and November 1956. Three of 
these have overrun the original budget estimates since they were prepared in 
1954. The fourth project (extend fence) was awarded for $4,800 under the 
budgeted amount. Because there are unit-price type contracts (dollars per unit 
of measure) the budget total for the station plus the allowable cost variation has 
not been exceeded. However, the quantities included in the original scope for 
each of the three projects are still required. The deficiency authorization of 
$73,000 now requested will provide for construction to the authorized scope. 
Work under contract will provide a usable increment, but will not provide the 
full scope required. 

At Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$362,000 is requested. Construction of 4 projects at this location was authorized 
by the fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act at a cost of $1,129,000. In September 
and December 1956 contracts were awarded for 4 enlisted men barracks (80- 
man) and 16 units of family quarters in the total amount of $848,000. In 
awarding these contracts we used the authorization for these two projects and 
a portion of the authorization for the two remaining projects. Our bidding 
experience tends to verify the general rise in construction costs since the budget 
estimates were prepared for this isolated location. Therefore, we need de- 
ficiency authorization in the amount of $362,000 to permit us to construct the 
test equipment materials shop and an addition to the station hospital, previously 
authorized. 

At Brooklyn Army Terminal, N. Y., deficiency authorization of $185,000 is re- 
quested. Construction of 2 projects, rehabilitation of the electrical distribution 
system and additions to the sanitary sewer system, was authorized in the fiscal 
year 1956 Authorization Act at an estimated cost of $1,055,000. By using a 
portion of the allowable cost variation for the station, contracts for both projects 
were awarded last June. The scope of the work was reduced to provide usable 
facilities within the authorization. The original estimates were prepared about 
214 years ago. The rise in costs since that time and the detailed information 
provided by final design have resulted in higher bids. The work eliminated in 
the reduced scope is still needed. Therefore, the deficiency authorization now 
requested will permit us to complete these projects to the original scope. 

At Fort Eustis, Va., deficiency authorization of $1,475,000 is requested. 
The fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act authorized the construction of 12 projects 
at Fort Eustis at a total cost of $6,597,000. These projects included a main post 
exchange, service club, field house, a noncommissioned officers’ open mess, 
dispensary, 2 battalion headquarters, 4 barracks, officers’ open mess, 5 battalion 
classrooms, a post chapel, a branch PX and supporting utilities. Increased costs 
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since preparation of the budget estimates are due to the general construction 
cost rise and improved construction standards to provide brick facing, pro- 
visions for future air conditioning or mechanical ventilation, and better interior 
finishes. Very. poor foundation conditions found at Fort Eustis have also con- 
tributed materially to increased costs. By utilizing a portion of the authoriza- 
tion for other items at this installation, we have awarded contracts for 7 of the 
12 projects. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,475,000 to permit us 
to award contracts for the 5 remaining projects consisting of 4 barracks, officers’ 
mess, 5 Classrooms, the post chapel and a branch PX. 

At Brooke Army Medical Center, Tex., deficiency authorization in the amount 
of $327,000 is requested. One project for air conditioning the main hospital 
building was authorized by the fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act for $549,000. 
Plans were completed for this project and a final cost estimate was prepared 
which indicated that the budget estimate was much too low. Therefore, the 
bidding documents were arranged to permit postponement of work in one wing 
should actual bids substantiate our final estimate. The bids did substantiate 
this estimate and the work in one wing was omitted. Contract for the project, 
less one wing, was awarded in January 1957. In order to complete the project 
to the scope authorized, we now need deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$327,000. 

At Madigan Army Hospital, Wash., deficiency authorization in the amount 
of $336,000 is requested. Public Law 534, 82d Congress, authorized the re- 
habilitation of the obstetrical suite and the outpatient clinic for a total of 
$174,000 at Madigan Army Hospital; Public Law 161, 84th Congress, authorized 
provision of 3 additional facilities: addition to dental clinic, X-ray therapy 
and surgical storage and a central material facility for a total of $333,000. The 
projects authorized by both of these acts were of an emergency nature to handle 
the increased load at Madigan which resulted from the decision to centralize 
there the medical services of both Fort Lewis and McCord Air Force Base. Dur- 
ing final stages of design, it was found that the budget estimated contained in 
Public Law 534 were inadequate for the obstetrical suite and the outpatient 
clinic, primarily because of insufficient detailed engineering information at the 
time the budget estimates were prepared. Therefore, in order to meet the most 
urgent needs (obstetrical suite and outpatient clinic), the authorizations pro- 
vided by the two acts were combined by reprograming with the approval of the 
Secretary of Defense and the two facilities authorized by Public Law 534 were 
eonstructed (cost $507,000). 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $336,000 to permit us 
to proceed with construction of the three projects contained in the fiscal year 
1956 Authorization Act. 

At the Army Medical Center, Walter Reed General Hospital, D. C., deficiency 
authorization in the amount of $915,000 is requested. A project for approxi- 
mately 50 percent air conditioning of the main hospital (31 separate buildings) 
($2,540,000) and a project for construction of an Army Medical Research Insti- 
tute ($1,017,000) were authorized by Public Law 161, 84th Congress, for a total 
cost of $3,557,000. Neither project has yet been awarded for construction. Subse- 
quent to the enactment into law of the authorization, the Secretary of Defense 
issued revised guidance which would permit 100 percent air conditioning in this 
locale. During design it became apparent that the budget estimate was deficient 
in both cost and to provide 100 percent air conditioning tonnage. Design was 
then delayed while a resurvey of the facilities and a careful restudy of the 
proposed system were made. By careful study we have been able to limit the 
extent of additional authorization required to $915,000 to fully air condition 
the 31 buildings involved in this project. The design of the second project, 
Army Medical Research Institute, is still underway and the cost estimate has 
not been finalized. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $915,000 to initiate 
construction of the project for air conditioning. 

At Fort Holabird, Md., deficiency authorization in the amount of $188,000 is 
requested. The fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act included one project (enlisted 
men barracks, 326-man) at this location, estimated to cost $612,000. The bar- 
racks included an enlisted men mess within the same structure and provided 
for brick exterior facing and for mechanical ventilation. We found that this 
project could not be constructed within the budgeted cost. Therefore, a contract 
was awarded, with the approval of the Department of Defense, for the barracks 
less the mess. 
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We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $188,000 to permit the 
addition of the mess hall for the barracks. 

At Fort Hood, Tex., deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,361,000 is 
requested. The fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act authorized construction of 12 
projects at this installation for the total estimated cost of $12,922,000. Included 
were projects such as 793 units of family housing, 8 enlisted men barracks, 
motor repair shops, battalion headquarters buildings, officers’ open mess, non- 
commissioned officers’ open mess, chapel, 8 battalion classrooms and other sup- 
porting facilities. By using the total authorization and a portion of the allow- 
able cost variation, we have awarded contracts for 9 of the 12 projects. Three 
projects (officers’ open mess, regimental chapel, and aircraft paint shop) 
remain unawarded. The budget estimates have proved to be low. Detailed 
designs and more accurate detailed information, coupled with the general rise 
in construction costs, have resulted in increased cost for these projects. 

We need deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,361,000 for these projects. 

At Fort Carson, Colo., deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,134,000 
is requested. Eighteen projects were authorized in the fiscal year 1956 Authori- 
zation Act for this installation. These included items such as 6 enlisted men 
barracks, a post headquarters, 2 battalion headquarters, an enlisted men service 
club, motor repair shops, dispensary and other allied supporting facilities for 
the total estimated cost of $7,487,000. During the period June to October 1956, 
contracts for 10 of these projects were awarded which utilized the total authori- 
zation for this post. Five of the remaining projects (Camp Hale) have been 
indefinitely deferred, and 3 at Fort Carson are yet to be awarded. These 8 are: 
the enlisted men service club, 2 battalion classroom buildings and a project for 
concrete aprons. The authorization included provisions for relocating certain 
old World War II type wood-frame buildings which were in the way of proposed 
new construction. A few of these old buildings have been relocated ; however, 
it was found to be more economical to dismantle and salvage them in place. 
Therefore, no more relocations have been accomplished. Bids received for Fort 
Carson projects have been competitive and responsive. The deficiency authori- 
zation requested is based on contract prices for the 10 projects awarded and 
the prices which we can reasonably expect on the 3 remaining projects as a 
result of this bidding experience. The budget estimates for these projects were 
prepared in 1954. The overruns are due both to underbudgeting, and to the 
general rise in construction costs since the budget estimates were prepared in 
1954. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,134,000 to permit 
construction of the three remaining projects. 

At Fort Leavenworth, Kans., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$1,278,000 is requested. Public Law 161, 84th Congress, authorized construction 
of 5 projects at this installation for a total cost of $8,615,000. These were an 
academic building, a station hospital, a communications center building, a radio 
receiver building and a transmitter building. In addition to the general con- 
struction cost rise, there were other specific causes of the increased cost of 
these projects. On the academic building for the Command and General Staff 
College, which was awarded in October 1956, a poor foundation condition neces- 
sitated construction of piers down to 50 feet to rock. On the station hospital 
(90/190 bed) not awarded, it has now been determined that existing heating 
plants cannot be expanded to serve this project. Therefore, a separate heating 
plant, not contained in the original justification, must be provided to serve this 
facility. On the three remaining projects (communications center, receiver and 
transmitter), also unawarded, design for protective construction features is now 
considered essential for these special key facilities. 

We need deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,278,000 to permit us 
to proceed with the remaining projects at Fort Leavenworth. 

At Camp Lucas, Mich., deficiency authorization in the amount of $48,000 is 
requested. Public Law 161, 84th Congress, authorized construction of 1 
project, a gymnasium, at this installation for a cost of $145,000. This project 
was advertised for bids in June 1956. All bids exceeded the authorization and 
the allowable cost variation and were, therefore, rejected. This project is 
designed of modified emergency-type construction with only bare essentials 
provided. The higher estimated cost is due principally to an apparent lack of 
interest by local bidders in this relatively small single project. We now need 
deficiency authorization in the amount of $48,000 to permit us to readvertise and 
construct this project. 
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At 7 locations for the Armed Forces special weapons project, deficiency 
authorization in the amount of $190,000 is requested. The fiscal year 1956 
Authorization Act authorized 25 projects at 7 locations: Bossier Base, La.; Man- 
zano Base, N. Mex.; Clarksville Base, Tenn.; Killeen Base and Medina Base, 
Tex.; Lake Meade Base, N. Mex.; and Sandia Base, N. Mex. Total authorized 
cost is $3,014,000. Contracts have been awarded for basic facilities in all 
projects. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, in order to complete these facilities, we now need 
deficiency authorization in the amount of $190,000. 

At Wildwood, Alaska, deficiency authorization in the amount of $90,000 
is requested. The fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act authorized construction 
of 3 projects at this installation for a total cost of $469,000. These projects 
are: addition to fire station, $16,000; civilian bachelor quarters, $136,000; and a 
post chapel with religious educational facilities, $317,000. The addition to fire 
station and a civilian bachelor quarters were awarded June 29, 1956, at a cost 
of $35,000 and $210,000, respectively, by utilizing a portion of the authoriza- 
tion for the chapel project. These awards were made through a second adver- 
tising after rejecting bids which were considered unreasonable on an earlier 
advertising. Some redesign and reduction was accomplished before again ad- 
vertising. Attempts have also been made to reduce the cost of the chapel, the 
remaining unawarded project, but the estimate for very modest facilities at this 
isolated northern location could not be brought within the remaining authoriza- 
tion. The overrun of budget estimates for these projects are due primarily to 
their isolated location and the difficulty in predicting construction costs for 
this location 2 or more years in advance. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $90,000 at Wildwood, 
Alaska, to permit us to construct the chapel. 


Fiscal 1957 Authorization Act (Public Law 968, 84th Cong.) 


Section 108 of the current authorization act proposes deficiency authoriza- 
tion in the amount of $10,642,000 to cover deficiencies in construction projects 
at 7 locations in the United States and 1 special project overseas. 

At Seneca Ordnance Depot, N. Y., deficiency authorization in the amount 
of $48,000 is requested. The fiscal year 1957 Authorization Act authorized 
1 project, a railroad spur, at this installation for a cost of $88,000. An unusual 
amount of excavation, backfilling, grading, and drainage over the amount antici- 
pated is the primary cause of this overrun. A rise in cost of material and 
labor has also contributed to the overrun. The design has been completed and 
we are ready to advertise for bids pending approval of the request for $48,000 in 
deficiency authorization. 

At Redstone Arsenal, Ala., deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,434,- 
000 is requested. Public Law 968, 84th Congress, authorized construction of 11 
projects at Redstone Arsenal for a total cost of $6,159,000. One project, 50 
units of family quarters, has been awarded. The remaining 10 projects are non- 
standard specially designed facilities on which design is now essentially complete. 
The facilities involved are class and laboratory buildings, training shops, special 
equipment maintenance shops, technical library, and supporting utilities which 
are required for the technical training of military personnel in the operation 
and maintenance of Army missiles at the Ordnance Guided Missile School. 
The accuracy of scope and detail of design provided by the final plans indicate 
that the original budget estimates, prepared without benefit of this information, 
provided authorization which is inadequate for these facilities. In addition, a 
general construction cost rise in this area has been experienced. We now need 
deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,434,000 for this highly important 
installation. 

At Atlanta General Depot, Ga., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$152,000 is requested. Public Law 968, 84th Congress, authorized construction 
of three projects at this location; a hangar with shop, taxiways and aprons, and 
a runway for a total cost of $832,000. None of these projects has been placed 
under contract. The budget estimates were prepared without benefit of pre- 
liminary plans or firm siting information. In addition, provision of a fire 
protection system in the hangar, not considered originally, is now required. 
Design has been comnleted and we are ready to initiate construction pending 
approval of the request for $152,000 deficiency authorization. 

At Fort Worth General Depot, Tex., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$562,000 is requested. The fiscal year 1957 Authorization Act authorized 7 proj- 
ects for aviation support facilities at this location at a total cost of $1,285,000. 
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No contract awards have been made for these projects. The original estimates 
were also prepared without benefit of preliminary plans and detailed site in- 
formation. Further, extensive site preparation work and provision of shoulders 
for the runway, taxiways, and aprons are necessary but were not considered 
originally. We now need $562,000 in deficiency authorization to permit us to 
proceed with these projects. 

At Fort Bliss, Tex., deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,992,000 is 
requested. Public Law 968, 84th Congress authorized 14 projects consisting of 
facilities to support the guided missile training at Fort Bliss and McGregor Range. 
None of these projects has been placed under contract to date but final design is 
well along. Construction will be of modified emergency type and includes missile 
launcher sites, control sites, radio-controlled air target sites, 6 enlisted men 
barracks, a bachelor officers quarters, motor repair shop, consolidated mess, com- 
munications center, separate latrine buildings, and supporting utilities and 
facilities. The range is located in a rough desert area, about 35 miles north of 
Fort Bliss, on which little preliminary engineering investigations had been made. 
The concept of the range development at the time the budget estimates were 
prepared was not sufficiently firm to permit accurate construction estimating. 
A major part of the heavy costs is due to the need of constructing some 37 miles 
of road in the range area and the extension of utilities to an area suitable for 
training and firing. The lack of knowledge of the difficulties which have de- 
veloped in preparation of the range and subsequent onsite exploration also con- 
tributed materially to the inadequate estimates. The need for an increase in 
authorization was known in June 1956, too late for introduction in the fiscal year 
1957 Authorization Act. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,992,000 to permit us 
to provide these very urgent facilities for support of our surface-to-air guided- 
missile training. 

At Fort Sill, Okla., deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,625,000 is re- 
quested. Two projects were authorized for this installation by Public Law 968 
for a total cost of $4,173,000 : Communications and electronic building, $1,563,000 ; 
and a school building addition to the Artillery School, $2,610,000. Neither has 
been placed under contract. Here again the budget estimates for these com- 
plicated, specially designed facilities were prepared without benefit of completed 
preliminary plans which would have provided adequate information for a rea- 
sonably accurate estimate. The Communications and Electronics Building is 
practically all laboratory rooms and combination laboratory-classrooms for train- 
ing electronics specialists for surface-to-surface missiles systems. Extensive 
interior electrical systems (both alternating and direct current plus both 60 and 
400 cycles) required are well above the original consideration. Further, explora- 
tion for foundation design data disclosed presence of expansive clays which 
require special design (i. e., structural basement floor in lieu of slab-on-grade, 
more expensive). Air-conditioning load has more than doubled to offset heat gen- 
erated by electronics equipment, the detailed characteristics of which were un- 
known when the budget estimate was prepared. Development of the addition to 
the school building followed a similar pattern. The design has been prepared 
to match the architecture of the existing building, has required floors to support 
much heavier loading by missiles and equipment, has required cellular-type floors 
to receive the numerous electrical and control cables, and has required provision 
of hoists and monorails to handle missiles and equipment. The details of the 
heavy loading, interior utility requirements, and the characteristics of the equip- 
ment were not fully developed when the original budget estimates were prepared. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,625,000 to permit us 
to proceed with these projects. 

For the nuclear heating and powerplant, deficiency authorization in the 
amount of $2,548,000 is requested. The nuclear heating and powerplant was 
authorized by Public Law 968, 84th Congress, at a cost of $4,127,000 and an 
appropriation of $1,120,000 was made for design and procurement of equip- 
ment. The cost estimate of $4,127,000 was prepared in July 1955. At that 
time there was virtually no cost data available and very little design data 
formulated on the nuclear portions of the plant. In the intervening time new 
fabrication, construction, and erection cost data have been developed through 
experience with the Fort Belvoir project, especially in the nuclear related portion 
of the work. Specific design data has been formulated on both the Fort Belvoir 
project and this project leading to higher costs of preliminary loop components 
and increased field erection costs. In addition, there has been a general rise 
in costs of general construction materials and labor since the original estimate 
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was prepared. Design of this project will be completed in June 1957. Construc- 
tion contracts can be awarded shortly thereafter. 

We ‘now need ‘deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,548,000 to permit 
award of the construction contract this year. 

At Fort Leavenworth, Kans., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$281,000 is requested. Public Law 968, 84th Congress, authorized 4 projects at 
this installation for a total cost of $1,092,000. These projects were: Addition 
to communication center ($123,000), addition to radio receiver building 
($103,000), addition to transmitter building ($225,000), and a bachelor officer 
quarters with field ration mess, 90-man ($641,000). None of these projects 
have been awarded. The deficiency authorization being requested is applicable 
only to the bachelor officer quarters and mess; estimates for the other 3 projects 
are unchanged. This facility is a nonstandard structure requiring special de- 
sign. Although the space allowance of one room and a half bath per officer has 
not been changed, our detailed cost estimates based on final plans and recent 
bidding experience in this area disclosed that the budget estimates were in- 
adequate. The statutory limit of $6,500 per man for the bachelor officer quarters 
portion of this project will not be exceeded, 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $281,000 to permit us 
to initiate construction of this project. 

The Crratrman. Mr. Rivers, you have an amendment to offer ¢ 

Mr. Rrvers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Let the amendment be offered. 

Mr. Rivers. On page 12, following line 17, which comes under the 
same general heading, I offer the following, Mr. Chairman: 

Under the subheading “Field forces facilities, Third Army Area,” with respect 
to Fort Jackson, South Carolina, strike out $5,000,000 and insert in place thereof 
$10,400,000, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want the legislative history to reflect this, 
that this additional amount is to increase this money for a hospital 
from a 250 bed to a 500 bed at this permanent installation at Fort 
Jackson, S. C., the recruit depot for North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and Georgia. This additional amount is the amount which the Army 
claims they need. 

The CHairman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 
And let the figures in the back part 

General SHuter. May I ask a question, sir? 

The Carman. Yes. 

General Suter. Mr. Rivers, would you give me the privilege to ask 
you to take out that about the Bureau of the Budget, because we did 
not have this in this bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Isee. Anyway, the Army wants it. 

The CuHarrman. Let the figures 

Mr. Rivers. Then, Mr. Chairman, I want the total amount to be so 
amended on page 13 

The CHatrman. We will do that. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. I have the wording here if you want it: 

On page 13, line 21, strike “$225,277,000", and insert “$230,677,000.” and on 
line 28, strike “$543,887,000,” and insert in lieu thereof, ‘$549,287,000”. 

The Cuamman. With that amendment 

Mr. Rivers. That corrects the total accordingly. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Durwam. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. All of these projects here are under construction ? 

General SHuter. Which ones, sir, the deficiencies ? 

The Cuairman. None of them. 
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General SuHuter. None of them. No, sir, wé can’t move until we 
get the authorization made large enough. 

The Cuamman. They made their estimate and they are short this 
much money and, therefore, they can’t do anything unless we go ahead 
and increase it. 

Mr. DurHam. Well, I think you did wise in coming back to what 
was asked heretofore. 

The Carman. That is right. Without objection, those sections 
are agreed to. Now that brings us down to the end of the bill, 
doesn’t it? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now, General 

Mr. Ketiener. Excuse me, sir, we have to go back to Dartmouth, 
you know. 

The Cuarmman. I know. We haven't finished the bill yet. We have 
to shape this bill up. [Laughter. | 

The Cuatrman. Now, General, I studied this bill. You studied it. 
You made a very, very fine witness. You were good last year and 
you were good the year before and you are becoming perfect now. 
You are direct and impersonal and you have the information. And 
I want to say to to Mr. Short when I see him, when he told me you 
were going to present this bill—says “The general is forthright and 
he will tell you all about it.” You certainly know everything in the 
bill and you are to be complimented for it. I know every member of 
the committee shares that view. 

Now 

Mr. Rivers. I will say this, General. You admire the general even 
when he is fighting. 

General SHuter. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Come back Monday morning. Members of the 
committee, we will take a recess until Monday morning. 

Mr. Krrcur. May I ask one question before the general goes ? 

The Cuarman. Yes; Mr. Kitchin has an important question here. 
Bring it up, Mr. Kitchin. 

Mr. Kircutn. We had the testimony this morning, General, about 
the removal of the 101st Airborne Division from Bragg to C ampbell. 
Camp Mackall, in Richmond County, which is almost adjacent to 
Bragg—my information is now that that has been abandoned. Can 
you tell us why that could not have been used in conjunction with the 
Bragg facility for the additional Airborne regiment there, or what 
is going to happen to Camp Mackall, if anything / 

General Suuter. One thing, Mr. C iongressman, is that Fort Camp- 
bell, of course, is and was a permanent “station and Mackall is not a 
permanent station but a temporary station. 

Now I have been furnished information which—very short in- 
formation which I will read, and if that is not satisfactory, I will dig 
up for you, sir, anything else you need and furnish it to you. 

Mr. Krrour. All right. 

General SHULER. Camp Mackall, comprised of 6,542 acres, is a 
subinstallation of Fort Bragg, N.C. Camp Mackall contains a hard 
surfaced airfield and allied facilities. This installation is used ex- 
tensively as a training and maneuver area for the 82d Airborne 
Division, which, of course, is at Fort Bragg. 
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In addition, the airfield and allied facilities are used extensively for 
Army aviation training purposes. The Department of the Army does 
not anticipate any reduction in the current usage of this installation. 

Mr. Krrcu1n. Of course, you have information that I didn’t have. 
My information was that it is not used extensively, just occasionally, 
on these maneuver areas, and so forth. 

Mr. Duruam. It is an adjunct field, that is all it is. 

General Sauter. I would be glad to check with you and get in touch 
with you. 

ths Raton I wish you would. The purpose of my question is in- 
formation has come from the surrounding three counties of this area, 
of the vital need for this force in that particular area. 

General Suuter. Yes. 

Mr. Krrcuey. Information has come to me that this particular op 
is not used, except very infrequently on maneuver, et cetera, and 
didn’t want to take any steps with reference to making the applica- 
tion until I knew definitely there was a use or no use on the part of the 
Army forces. 

General Suuter. I will give you a schedule of the use, exactly what 
it is used for, and will furnish that to you. 

Mr. Kircutn. I will appreciate it. 

The Cuatrman. Now, General, another thing. I am glad Mr. 
Kitchin brought that up. I do want you to look into and see if there 
can’t be some use for these bases out in Indiana that we have 
abandoned. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. And moved somewhere else. So we won’t have to 
continue to buy and establish new bases. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And expand the present bases where you may have 
facilities already in existence that can be used. 

You made a good witness. 

General Suvuter. Mr. Chairman, off the record, may I correct two 
things that I heard here today ? 

The CHairMan. Yes, sir. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CHasrMan. Yes,sir. We will take a recess until 10-0’cloeck Mon- 
day morning—I mean 9:30 Monday morning. 

(Whereupon, at. 3: 30 p. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 9:30 a.m., Monday, May 20, 1957.) 


House or REepresENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Monday, May 20, 1957. 

(The committee convened at 9:30 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chair- 
man of the committee, presiding.) 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hear- 
ing on H. R. 7130. We have reached the Navy section of the bill. 
You will find the Navy starts on 

Mr. Keitiener. Page 15, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Page 15 of the bill. 
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Now the first witness from the Navy this morning is the Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy for Material, Mr. Bantz. 

Is the Secretary here? 

Mr. Keriener. He is delayed, Mr. Chairman. Admiral Hopwood 
is going to speak. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral Hopwood. The Deputy Chief of Naval 
Operations for Logistics. 

The committee will be pleased to have you submit any statement 
you have with reference to the Navy’s portion of the public works bill. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, get my previous statement so we can put in the 
record how much of this bill goes to the Navy and how much they have 
unfunded. So, we will have a picture for the Navy setup like we did 
for the Army when we started off. 

Yes, now the Navy’s portion of the bill is $435,099,000. 

The Navy has unfunded $4214 million. 

All right, Admiral, you may proceed. 

Admiral Horwoop. Mr. Chairman and members of the commit- 
tee—— 

The Cuatrman. Admiral, have you a statement here ? 

Admiral Horwoop. I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. Could I ask you a question right there 
before you get started ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. You say they have unfunded $42 million. Does that 
mean unfunded and unobligated ? 

The Cuarrman. It means they happen to have authorization for 
$42 million which has not been spent or contracted for. 

Mr. Kitpay. Hasn’t been appropriated for. 

The Cuarrman. Hasn’t been appropriated for. 

(Information furnished :) 

The foregoing statements are clarified as follows: $42.5 million refers to the 
Navy’s request for an increase for prior authorizations by amending the specific 
prior authorizations. This request is found in section 204, et seq., of the bill. 

With respect to unfunded authorization as previously described during the 
hearing, the Navy will have $258 million in unfunded authorization at the end 
of fiscal year 1957 (see Assistant Secretary Bryant’s statement set out, supra). 

The Cuarrman. All right, go ahead, Admiral. 

Admiral Horwoop. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
am Vice Adm. H. G. Hopwood, Deputy Chief of Naval Operations for 
Logistics. 

First off, sir, Assistant Secretary Bantz is weathered in. He was 
due to get into Washington at 8:30 this morning, but we expect him 
momentarily, sir. In the meantime, I shall proceed with your per- 
mission, sir. 

I appreciate this opportunity to again appear before this committee 
to discuss the fiscal year 1958 militar y construction authorization pro- 
gram. My statement will be brief and will be confined to the re- 
quirements which generate the need for public works. My associates 
are prepared to present the details of the Navy’s program. 

At the outset I would like to emphasize that the Shore Establish- 
ment exists for the purpose of supporting the operating forces of the 
Navy. 

The 5-year period following the end of World War IT was one of 
retrenchment and consolidation to return the Navy to a peacetime op- 








1681 


erating level. Many stations were inactivated and their functions 
were eliminated or transferred. Maintenance of active stations was 
curtailed and new public works were kept to an absolute minimum. 

Following the outbreak of hostilities in Korea in 1950 the Navy 
embarked on a long-range shore station improvement plan designed 
to support current and planned force levels. The plan which looks 
ahead for 5 years is flexible and of necessity must be modified and 
tailored to meet existing needs and changing requirements, The 
overall objective is to maintain a modern and balanced Naval Estab- 
lishment capable of keeping the Navy’s operating forces in a proper 
condition of readiness. 

In recent years the mobility and striking power of the Navy has 
considerably increased. This has been due mainly to the scientific 
and technological improvements that have been made in ships, air- 
craft, weapons systems, equipment and techniques. 

The Navy’s urgent military construction requirements for fiscal 
year 1958 have been carefully planned and developed after detailed 
and searching reviews. As you know, various types of ships and air- 
craft make up our fleet. Consequently various types of support 
facilities must be provided at our support activities on shore. I will 
mention only a few of the military construction projects which are 
typical of the importance of this program to the achievement of the 
Navy’s objectives. Vice Admiral Davis who will follow me will 
cover the aviation aspects of this program. 

Angled deck large carriers such as the Forrestal require drydocks 
in which major repairs and battle damage can be efficiently accom- 
plished. The Bremerton drydock contained in this program is the 
first of three large drydocks planned to meet this need. 

Our nuclear submarines with their deeper draft require dredged 
areas and service pier at our submarine base, New London, Conn. 
These are in the program. 

Test facilities ashore are required to develop our fleet ballistic mis- 
sile for shipboard launching. These facilities are in the program. 

Our ships and aircraft are now using guided missiles. This pro- 
gram provides the minimum facilities needed to repair, test, adjust 
and supply these missiles. 

The Navy is required to provide its assigned share of a servicewide 
secure communication system. The first increment of this strategic 
communication link is included. 

Another item is the antenna and equipment needed in the develop- 
ment of a powerful radio station capable of communicating with our 
submarines while on distant patrols in the North Atlantic. 

Recruit, basic, and advanced training is provided at our training 
centers. Included are increments of programs started last year to 
provide for the orderly replacement of badly deteriorated World 
War IT structures at our training centers and Marine Corps recruit 
depot, Parris Island. 

Last year construction plans and specifications were author*zed for 
a large steerable antenna. This year it is proposed to start t'1e con- 
struction of this facility. 

I have highlighted only a few of the projects in this year’s military 
construction program to emphasize the close relationship they bear 
to the development and operational requirements of the fleet. The 
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projects I have not mentioned are of equal urgency and the require- 
ments for them are dictated by the same strategic and operational 
considerations. 

I consider that this military construction program will fulfill our 
immediate urgent needs and 1 commend it to your favorable consid- 
eration. 

The Caatrman. Thank you, Admiral. 

Any questions from any members of the committee to Admiral 
Hopwood ? 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuamMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Admiral, on page 2 of your statement you refer to the 
Bremerton drydock. It is suggested that that was the first of three 
large drydocks planned to meet the need of your Forrestal carriers, 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. What are the other two? 

Admiral Horwoop. The second is the conversion of the dock 
South Boston, and the third is the dock at San Francisco. 

Mr. Bates. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Hess. At Hunter’s Point? 

Admiral Horwoop. At Hunter’s Point, yes. 

The Cuatrman. In that connection, the graving drydock at Brem- 
erton is not a new dock, is it ? 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. The project in this year’s program 
is a new drydock, yes. 

The Cuarrman. It is anew drydock ! 

Admiral Hopwoop. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now what other new projects have you in the bill ? 

Admiral Horwoop. We have piers for submarines, the nuclear 
submarines, at New London, Conn. 

Mr. Kevtiener. No new installations, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Well, this is a new installation. He just said. I 
knew we had a drydock at Bremerton. I didn’t think this was a new 
installation. But the admiral has just stated it was a new installa- 
tion. 

Mr. Kewiener. It is a new dock there. It is a new dock at an 
old installation. 

The CHatrman. I know we have a graving dock at Bremerton, 
but this is a new dock, exactly. 

Admiral Horwoop. It is a new dock, Mr. Chairman, at the existing 
facility. 

The Cuatrman. Exactly. It is the same place where you already 
have one today. 

Admiral Horwoop. That is correct, sir. 

The Cwarrman. And you are asking for a brand new dock 
Bremerton. 

Admiral Horwoop. That is correct, sir. 

The Carman. And you are asking for piers at New London. 

Admiral Horwoop. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now what other new installations are in the bill? 

Admiral Horwoop. There are no new installations as such, sir. 
We have modernization of existing installations, but there are no 
new installations requested, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. Let me ask him a question there, Mr. Chairman. 

Now, how many places on the east coast do you have that could 
take the Forrestal class? Norfolk and New York? 

Admiral Horwoop. And Newport News Shipbuilding Co. but these 
will not take the large carriers in battle-damaged condition. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, could the Norfolk Navy Yard take care of it? 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes sir, but only in a non-battle-damaged 
condition. 

Mr. Rivers. The Norfolk Navy Yard, Newport News, New York. 

Admiral Horwoop. And New York. 

Mr. Rivers. On the west coast, you didn’t have any place now to 
take care of it ? 

Admiral Horwoop. We can take them on the west coast, sir, in a 
non-battle-damaged condition, with the least of clearance. If the 
ship should be battle damaged, it is questionable whether that. damage 
can be repaired. 

Mr. Rivers. It looks like to me it would be wise for you to go ahead 
and start two. Because just have 1—and none at the present—while 
you have on the east coast 3, it would wise to have 2 on the west coast. 

Admiral Horwoop. It does not fit in with our plan, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How many canted decks have you now in operation ¢ 

Admiral Horwoop. We have two of the Forrestal class. 

Mr. Rivers. Two of the Forrestal class. 

Admiral Hopwoop. Yes. The Saratogaand the Forrestal. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, may I just ask the status of the Boston 
one, the Boston yard ? 

Admiral Horwoop. The arcliitect and engineering study was au- 
thorized yast year. 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

Admiral Horwoop. And it is contemplated either next year or the 
following to go ahead with that project, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I see. 

The Cuarrman. We will get full information in reference to the 
situation of the drydocks when we reach this item in the bill. 

Admiral Hopwoop. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 

Admiral Horwoop. Thank you. 

The CuarrmMan. Now the next witness is Admiral Davis. 

Admiral Horwoop. Mr. Chairman, sir, may I interrupt a second ? 
Assistant Secretary Bantz has arrived, sir. 

The CuarrmMan,. Oh, yes. All right, good. 

Admiral Hopwoop. If you desire to hear his statement. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Secretary, the committee welcomes you here 
this morning. 

Secretary Bantz. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We will be pleased to have any statement you de- 
sire to submit with reference to the public-works bill. 

Secretary Banrz. Thank you, sir. 

First, I must apologize. I left Bremerton yesterday and we were 
due in here very early this morning, but engime trouble delayed us. 

The Cuarrman. All right, sir. 
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Members, you have his statement before you. 

Allright, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Banrz. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
this is my first appearance as Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Mate- 
rial) before this committee in connection with the military construc- 
tion program of the Navy and Marine Corps. 

The Department of the Navy is requesting new authorizations for 
military construction, fiscal year 1958, of $435,099,000. Vice Adm. 
H. G. Hopwood—you already heard his statement. 

Before Admiral Hopwood and our other representatives discuss 
the fiscal year 1958 program with you, I want to mention the work we 
are undertaking to improve the management of the facilities of the 
Navy and Marine Corps from the time a facility is first conceived to 
the time that it is declared excess by the Department. 

Two years ago, a program was st: arted under the leadership of my 
predecessor, Assistant Secretary Fogler, looking toward the improve- 
ment of the management of real property. This program involved 
the establishment of firm policies for the management of real estate, 
assigning to the Bureau of Yards and Docks responsibility for execut- 
ing those policies, eliminating multiple or unnecessary reviews of real- 
property actions, the delegation to field activities of authority and re- 
sponsibility for carrying out certain real-property actions ‘and sub- 
stantially reducing paperwork. Notable progress has been made in 
this area, and we are beginning to derive great benefit from this pro- 
gram. 

In the near future, we plan to enlarge this program to cover all as- 
pects of facilities management. In general, the program covers shore 
establishment development planning, annual military construction 
program formulation, construction, facilities maintenance and opera- 
tion, evaluation of facilities holdings, and housing. This program will 
be a cooperative effort on the part of the Office of the Secretary, the 
Chief of Naval Operations, the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, and the other bureaus and offices of the Department. 

In several of these areas, a good deal of work is already going for- 
ward. For example, the C hief of Naval Operations is currently re- 
vising the procedures for preparation of the individual short estab- 
lishment master dev elopment plans. In connection with the re- 
view of the annual military construction program, we are utilizing 
electronic data processing techniques to simplify the review of the 
program and to develop information which will be of use in the execu- 
tion of the program when it is approved by Congress. In the area 
of facilities maintenance, the Bureau of Yards and Docks has already 
put into effect programs for control of maintenance and _ utilities 
conservation. 

Further refinement of accounting and inventory systems will en- 
able us to utilize information coming from these programs to identify 
facilities which should be replaced and amortized in short periods 
of time by reason of reductions in operating and maintenance costs. 

The work already underway, together with the projects to be under- 

taken for the improvement of facilities man: igement, will, as I have 
stated, constitute a departmentwide program. This is the program 
by which we propose to integrate our annual military construc- 
tion program with all other aspects of the management of facilities 
from planning to disposition. 
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I hope to be able to report to you next year on the progress which 
we have made under this program. 

Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, you say this bill authorizes $435,099,000. 

(Secretary Bantz nods. ) 

The Cuarrman. Now when the field sent in its requests to the De- 
partment, what was the request of the field ¢ 

Admiral Hopwood, you have that figure ? 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. The first request from the field 
which I might hasten to add is in the neighborhood of $1.3 billion. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Admiral Horwoop. Of course—— 

The Cuarrman. Then the committee can understand that the first 
request from the field was $1.3 billion. 

Now did you send that back to the field for further review? 

Admiral Horwoop. No, sir. The entire program is under a con- 
stant review here by the sponsor bureaus as well as the Office of the 
Chief of Naval Operations. 

The Cuarman,. Allright. Now let’s get it this way, the field came 
in for $1 billion. After study and a complete analysis was made by 
the various bureaus of the Navy Department, what figure in dollars and 
cents did the department heads come up with? 

Admiral Horwoop. The amount that is incorporated in the bill un- 
der consideration, sir, namely—— 

The Cuarrman. Then they reduced it from $1.3 billion down to 
$435,099,000. 

Admiral Horwoop. The reduction, however, Mr. Chairman, was 
made in a careful screening process. The requests from the field come 
from a multitude of sources. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Admiral Horwoop. None of them integrated with each other. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 

Admiral Horwoop. And they are pulled together here in the head- 
quarters at the Navy Department. 

The CuAtrman. All right, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. May I ask a question at this point? 

Admiral, how much did the Department of Defense cut from the 
original request ? 

Admiral Horwoop. Our 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What I am trying to do is establish a differential 
between the Bureau of the Budget cut and what the Department of 
Defense cut. 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir, The total reduction was in the neigh- 
borhood of $150 million. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. The Department of Defense cut $150 million from 
the $1.3 billion original request? 

Admiral Horwoop. No, sir; we did not submit that $1.3 billion. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. How much did you submit ? 

Admiral Horwoop. Initially, we submitted $550 million. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. $550 million? 

Admiral Horwoop. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Van Zanpr. So the Department of Defense cut $150 million. 

Admiral Horwoop. Approximately $115 million, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. How much did the Bureau of the Budget cut ? 

Admiral Horwoop. About the same. The Bureau of the Budget 
went along. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. So after you prepared your original request, there 
was another $150 million taken away from it? 

Admiral Horwoop. No. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. $150 million total. 

Admiral Horwoop. Our initial submission was in the neighborhood 
of about $550 million. Through the Bureau of the Budget process, it 
was reduced to the figure here of $435 million. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. $435 million. 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then, as I understand from the answer to Mr. Van 
Zandt’s question, the Department requested of the Budget about $550 
million, and that was valtoned down to the present figure? 

Admiral Horwoop. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions from any members of the committee 
to the Secretary ¢ 
‘ “e Rivers. And this is one-third of what was requested by the 

eld? 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. But I am sure thtat the committee 
will understand that the request from the field is such that there 
are many items that do not fit into future planning and many items 
that were of such a nature that we did not think we should go ahead 
on those projects. 

Mr. Rivers. Now do you consider they are as a bare minimum on 
which you can exist in the interest of security during the life of 
this bill ? 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You consider this the bare minimum ? 

Admiral Horwoop. I do consider it a bare minimum. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you consider that you have removed or taken out 
of this committee certain projects which you really wanted before 
they were cut out? 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Were there many of those projects? 

Admiral Horwoop. I wouldn’t say many, sir. The details 

Mr. Rivers. Is there anyone outstanding in your mind at the 
moment ? 

Admiral Horwoop. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Secretary—any questions of the Secre- 
tary from any other members of the committee ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Haroy. Did I understand that there is about $42 million only 
of unused authorization now on the books? 

Secretary Banrz. I did not get that question, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Unfunded obligation for the Navy is $4214 mil- 
lion. 

Admiral Horwoop. That 4214 million, Mr. Hardy, consists of 
projects authorized in prior years for which we are requesting 
amended authorization in the fiscal year 1958, 
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Mr. Harpy. That is what I wanted to find out. Are there any 
items in that that you intend to have rescinded ? 

Admiral Horwoop. I know of none, sir. 

The Cuarman. Now—— 

Mr. Harpy. So if this bill is approved substantially as it is now, 
you will wind up with about four-hundred-and-eighty-odd-million 
dollars in total authorization. 

Admiral Horwoop. In round numbers, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Now how much of that do you anticipate having 
funded this year ? 

Admiral Horwoop. $385 million. 

Mr. Harpy. $385 million. So you will be about $50 million under 
your requested authorization this year. 

Admiral Horwoop. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuamman, As—— 

Mr. Harpy. Which will leave you, assuming all of that is obli- 
gated, a total then of about $90 million on the books unfunded for 
the following fiscal year. 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you. 

The CHarrman. Then to clear up—the amount that you expect 
to get or ask from the Appropriations Committee to take care of 
pier authorizations as well as the authorization in this bill is $388 
million. 

Admiral Horwoop. $385 million; yes, sir. 

The Carman. And the total amount that the Department of De- 
fense is asking for public works is $1,900 million. Of that the 
Navy participates in this request in the amount of $388 million and 
the Army just a little bit in that neighborhood, too. 

Now, any further questions of the Secretary ? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The Secretary is the witness, 

Mr. Devereux. Well, perhaps the Secretary, then, can give me the 
answer. However, I will present it. 

The Crarrman. All right. 

Mr. Devereux. What happened to the construction program—while 
we made authorizations last year and money was appropriated, for the 
naval stations at Bainbridge? 

Secretary Banrz. I am sorry; I could not, with my short tenure, 
answer that question. Admiral Hopwood could. 

Admiral Horwoop. Admiral Meade, please. 

Admiral Mrape. The Bureau of the Budget has denied that in our 
apportionment request, General. 

Mr. Devereux. Denied it? 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. You did not get any money for last year’s con- 
struction ? 

Admiral Hopwoop. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Are you asking for it this year? 

Admiral Horwoop. I understand not, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, money has not been appropriated yet. 

Admiral Horwoop. It hasn’t been apportioned, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Apportioned 
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Admiral Horwoop. Is the word I used. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

Admiral Horwoop. It has been appropriated for and authorized. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, could I find out whether there is any thought 
of abandoning Bainbrid ge? 

Admiral Mxrape. I will os e to ask the CNO. 

Mr. Devereux. That rumor is running right in that neighborhood, 
because of the reason of not. going ahead with the construction. 

Admiral Horpwoop. We have no plans, sir, to abandon Bainbridge 
and I might say we are still bending all our efforts toward getting the 
money apportioned for the construction of those barracks. 

The CuHarmman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question while the Navy 
is here? 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Brooxs. How are you getting along on construction down there 
at New Iberia, La. ? 

Admiral Horwoop. Admiral Meade will answer. 

Admiral Mrapr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Talk out, Admiral, please, sir, so we can hear you. 

Admiral Mrapr. We are making an excellent start there, sir. We 
are prepared later to go into detail on the aviation project, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuairman. I would suggest that all this detailed information 
about the projects take place after the Secretary has finished testify- 
ing, unless he is in position to answer the questions. 

We will get it all a little bit later on. 

Secretary Bantz. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. I have no desire to push the matter, but I would like 
to find out at the right time. 

The Cuamman. Can you give information at this time of the situa- 
tion in regard to the new instalaltion at New Iberia, La. ? 

Admiral Mrape. Commander Maley, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Commander. 

Commander Marey. Of the $24 million which was authorized in 
1956, Mr. Chairman, about $16 million of the work is now under 
contract and we expect to have the balance of it under contract by the 
end of this fiscal year. 

Mr. Brooxs. Thank you. 

The Carman. We will go further in detail a little bit later on. 
Thank you very much. 

Thank you, Mr. Secretary. It is a pleasure to have had the bene- 
fit of your advice this morning. 

Now, members of the commitee, the next witness is Vice Adm. W. V. 
Davis. 

Mr. Rivers. Admiral Hopwood is not leaving? 

The Cuairman. Of course not. Just be patient. 

Admiral Horwoop. I will remain here. 

Mr. Rivers. Isee. I havesome questions for you. 

The Cuarmman. Now, members of the committee, Admiral Davis 
just came up to the desk and informed me that some 25 or 30 years 
ago it was my privilege to appoint him to the Naval Academy. 

“T had the honor of appointing so many men that I regretted very 
much to tell the Admiral that I have forgotten all about him. 
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Admiral, we do welcome you here this morning. 

Now, Admiral, any statement that you desire to submit to the 
committee ? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. It is appended to the other statements 
you have there, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Go right ahead, Admiral. 

Admiral Davis. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, 
I am Vice Adm. W. V. Davis, Jr., Deputy Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions for Air. It is my privilege to present to you the underlying 
philosophy and some of the highlights of the aviation items contained 
in naval aviation’s military construction program for fiscal year 1958. 

The aeronautical shore establishment, along with the Navy’s shore 
facilities as a whole, is still struggling to recover from the period of 
retrenchment and consolidation which Admiral Hopwood mentioned. 

Some of this year’s program is therefore of necessity devoted to 
replacement and completion of construction at existing stations. But 
this type of work has been subordinated to operational requirements. 
There are no frills in this request. It is a lean program which can 
be atributed to one basic, overriding requirement—the need for fa- 
cilities generated by technological improvements. 

The improvements in aircraft and weapons systems have a three- 
fold effect on our military construction. They create a demand for 
more costly support facilities for maintenance and training. To 
employ these superior aircraft and weapons systems, improved oper- 
ational facilities such as longer runways, navigational and landing 
aids are required, When these support and operational necessities 
are provided, new capabilities are realized and these in turn lead to 
increased undertakings and commitments such as jet seaplane bases, 
Marine Corps vertical envelopment and the early warning barrier. 
Because of the rapidity of technological advances and the inherently 
long lead time for military construction, our supporting shore estab- 
lishment is not keeping pace with essential requirements nor permit- 
ting the full exploitation of our operational potential. 

This program will provide the items which, timewise, are truly 
urgent and it is a start toward providing the required support facili- 
ties which can be foreseen. But it is just a start. If we are to ever 
catch up and keep abreast of developments, we must base our military 
construction on a long term, level-funding plan. To do otherwise 
can only result in a continued inadequacy of our aeronautical shore 
establishment or, even worse, in mortgaging our future by under- 
taking projects which can only be completed at devastating expense 
to our existing stations. 

The Cuatrman. Any questions of the admiral? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Admiral. 

Now the next witness 

Mr. Huppieston. Mr, Chairman, may I ask Admiral Davis a line 
of questions? I think this is the appropriate time since he does rep- 
resent the aeronautical aspect of the naval construction program. 

Admiral Davis, we have had a great deal of interest down in south 
Alabama about the project known as “Why Not” project, located in 
Damascus Community in Escambia County. That project was origi- 
nally proposed by the Navy, but you had to stop somewhere along 
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the line. Was that the project that was submitted to the Department 
of Defense ? 

Admiral Davis. That is correct. It is not in the current submis- 
sion, sir. 

Mr. Huppieston. Was it submitted to the Defense Department by 
the Navy ? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Huppteston. Was it vetoed by the Defense Department? 

Admiral Davis. No. It was eliminated in the reconsideration, 
sir, of the items that we submitted. 

Mr. Huppieston. Was it eliminated by the Navy ? 

Admiral Davis. For this year, yes, sir. 

Mr. Huppiesron. And then in the reconsideration it was not sub- 
mitted to the Defense Department ? 

Admiral Davis. It was felt that it was quite probable, sir, to give 
you the actual details of the process 

Mr. Huppiesron. Yes. 

Admiral Davis. It was quite probable that due to the troubles an- 
ticipated in obtaining the land necessary for areas and so forth, 
that we could not obligate more than the original study money during 
the coming year, and therefore it was held over or will be held over 
until the 1959 submission, during which period we will review our 
requirements in the training area. 

As you know there are some personnel considerations that are ex- 
tremely important to us in our training requirements bills in regard 
to terminal retention plan for reserve aviators and so forth. If those 
plans are realized in that field we might be able and should be able to 
revise our training requirement. 

Mr. Huppieston. Now that never was submitted to the Defense 
Department for approval, is that correct ! 

Admiral Davis. Yes; it was. 

Mr. Huppieston. It was submitted to the Defense Department ? 

Admiral Davis. To the Defense Department originally. 

Mr. Huppreston. Then it was withdrawn by the Navy, is that it? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Huppieston. Well, was it ever submitted to the Bureau of the 
Budget ? 

The Cuatrman. No. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir; the first increment did go to the Bureau of 
the Budget. 

Mr. Huppiesron. What action did the Bureau of the Budget take 
on it? 

Admiral Davis. It was not allowed. 

Mr. Huppresron. It was not allowed ? 

Admiral Davis. No, sir. 

Mr. Huppieston. Then it went back to the Navy and the Navy 
decided to restudy the matter. 

Admiral Davis. In the final matter it was not resubmitted. 

Mr. Huppieston. To the Defense Department or the Bureau of the 
Budget ? 

Admiral Davis. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Huppieston. Now does the Navy have any plans with regard 
to this particular project for fiscal 1959 ? ' 
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Admiral Davis. As I just stated, sir, it depends on the predicted 
perry 3 requirements as indicated by the personnel plans and pro- 
grams that we are hoping will go through this Congress, sir. 

Mr. Hupptxston. Is thaes any intention of the Nery abandoning 
this particular project? Now I am not talking about the location. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Huppresron. But I am talking about this particular base. 

Admiral Davis. I understand, Mr. Huddleston. We cannot answer 
that categorically. I would say we are in very severe need of mod- 
ernizing our training establishments as a whole. We have stretched 
out the original canvas and wood airplane facilities that we started 
with, in each place, until they have reached the breaking point. The 
revision for jet needs in the future will require some revision of our 
establishment there as a whole. 

Mr. Huppixston. In other words, you will need a base in that area 
as —_ of the Pensacola complex ? 

dmiral Davis. That, again, sir, I can’t answer categorically. We 
will have to review the program on the way the training program looks 
after we find out what these personnel items affect. In other words, 
we are training close to 3,000, or a little over, pilots per year. If we 
can cut that down several hundred, we can cut down our whole estab- 
lishment appreciably. We believe that this pilot retention plan 
would effect a saving of at least that number. 

Mr. Hupptxeston. Yes. 

Now, when do you think that the resurvey and the restudy of this 
matter will be completed, so you can make a determination as to 
whether there is need for a base located in the south Alabama or north 
Florida area as part of the Pensacola complex ? 

Admiral Davis. It would be late fall at the earliest. It depends on 
this same pilot retention plan and our force level needs as the—well, 
it is all interrelated. If we don’t get enough money to keep our 
overall establishment going, we will have to cut down. If we cut 
down, then one part affects another. We would have to review the 
requirements and start from that. 

Mr. Huppteston. It is just expansion, modernization, and modifi- 
wise, authorized in this bill? 

Admiral Davis. There are no new ones, sir. 

Mr. Huppieston. Are there any new installations, jet bases or other- 
cation ? 

Admiral Davis. All increments of these previously authorized; 

es. 

Mr. Huppieston. All new bases that were originally considered by 
the Navy have been deleted from this bill? 

Admiral Davis. What was that, sir? 

Mr. Huppieston. All new installations that were originally con- 
sidered by the Navy have been deleted from this bill ? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Any 

Mr. Huppteston. That is all. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral, I am interested in Moffett Field, Calif., which is in my 
district. As you know the last Congress passed an authorization for 
a land acquisition program at Moffett Field and negotiations were 
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started with the landowners involved. A couple of options, in fact, 
were taken. 

On October 16 of last year the Budget Bureau refused to release 
the funds on the grounds that with the fact in mind that there was to 
be a new station at Lemoore, Calif., that possibly there would be a 
changed role or mission for Moffett Field. So they asked the Navy 
to clarify their intentions with respect to the development of Moffett 
Field. 

Now, under date of January 8, I got a letter from Acting Secretary 
Gates stating that the future role or mission of Moffet Field would 
remain unchanged, that it would remain a master jet base. But still 
the word has not gotten back to the Budget Bureau as to just what 
the intentions of the Navy are with respect to the future of Moffett 
Field, and consequently the funds remain frozen. Also, the people 
in the area are living under a cloud not knowing whether they are 
going to have their property bought out from under them or not. 

Now it seems to me, Admiral—and I am not blaming the Navy for 
it, perhaps the fault lies further up the line—from October 16 to the 
present. time is an unreasonable length of time for a decision to be 
made and certainly an imposition on the people living in the area. 

Could you clarify for me just what the status of this decision is at 
the present time and also what is in this bill for Moffett Field land 
acquisition. 

Admiral Davis. There is nothing in this bill for land acquisition at 
Moffett Field. 

Mr. Gupser. Are you able to state for me just what the status of 
the entire situation is? I understand it is in the Secretary of De- 
fense office. Is that correct ? 

Admiral Davis. That is approximately correct, sir. In regard to 
aviation easements, it is our current approach to continue the use with 
the maximum safety in the future of the field, up to its capabilities. 
It will continue to be used in some jet operations, but the major fleet 
use, of course, will go to Lemoore. 

Mr. Gupser. Well, then, am I to presume from that—or perhaps 
you are not prepared to state in this type of session—that the in- 
tentions of the Navy are to go ahead with the land acquisition pro- 
gram ? 

Admiral Davis. No, sir. We have relinquished that. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, Moffett Field is as large as you 
intend to develop it right now—as far as land is concerned? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. No. I am speaking of easements—approach. pat- 
terns and that sort of thing. 

Mr. Rivers. Aviation. 

Admiral Davis. We would like to continue with that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. In other words you would like to go ahead with the 
land acquisition program that was voted in the last Congress; is that 
correct ¢ 

Admiral Davis. Not acquisition; no, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. The easement acquisition, I should say. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. There is a big difference—— 

Admiral Davis. That is to protect the approaches, sir. 
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Mr. Gupser. Will it be possible to have some sort of a decision out 
of the Defense Department within a reasonable period of time on 
that? 

Admiral Davts. I would like to prepare that for you, sir. I am 
unable to give you an exact situation all up the line, sir. I can find 
out and let you know, or put it in the record, sir. 

Norrt.—The Navy furnished the requested information separately 
to Mr. Gubser. ) 

Mr. Gupser. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral—off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cuatrman. Now the next witness. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Caatrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kinpay. Just a point of information that might be helpful as 
we go along. Am I correct in my understanding that when the 
Department “of the Navy submitted its request to the Department of 
Defense, that the representatives of the Bureau of the Budget were 
also present, so that there was actually one submission ¢ 

Admiral Horwoop. In effect, that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. So in case of ‘questions arising later, anything that 
was submitted by the Navy to the Department of Defense was actu- 
ally also submitted to the Bureau of the Budget ? 

Admiral Horwoop. That is correct, sir. 

The Coamman. Thank you, Admiral. 

Now the next witness, members of the committee, is Capt. J. W. 
Ailes, Director of the Shore Establishment Development and Main- 
tenance Division. 

All right, Captain. 

C aptain Ares. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, I am 
Capt. John W. Ailes, Director of the Shore Establishment Develop- 
ment and Maintenance Division and senior member of the Shore Sta- 
tion Development Board in the Office of the Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions. 

Admiral Hopwood outlined the pattern of this program when he 

stated that— 
the overall objective is to maintain a modern and balanced Naval Bstablish- 
ment capable of keeping the Navy’s operating forces in a proper condition of 
readiness. 
Our operating forces are being modernized. To realize the full ef- 
fectiveness of these improvements, our shore activities must likewise 
be modernized. As a step toward achieving this objective, the Navy 
requests your approval this year of a program for authorization of 
public works in the total amount of $4! 34,500,000. 

The program may be classified in four broad c ategories : 

(1) Operational ‘facilities: Approximately 76 percent of the pro- 
gram is in this category for a total of $333.1 million. It includes 
such projects as piers, runways, training buildings, and shops. 

(2) Personnel support facilities: This group covers about 14 per- 
cent of the program for a total of $60.9 million, and includes barracks, 
bachelor officers’ quarters, messes, family housing, dependents’ schools, 
medical facilities, and chapels. In a sense these facilities may also 
be classified as operational. 
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(3) Research and development facilities: 8 percent of the program 
is in this category for a total of $33.8 million. A major project in this 
group is the large steerable antenna. 

(4) Land acquisition: This category comprises about 2 percent of 
the program for a total of $6.7 million. Most of the proposed land 
acquisitions are required for extension of runways, for safe operation 
of our modern, high-performance jet aircraft. 

Twenty-five of the 330 line items in the program, for a total of 
approximately $42.4 million, are for replacement of wornout, obso- 
lescent facilities. 

There are 10 classes of facilities in the program individually spon- 
sored by a bureau or office of the Navy. Each sponsor has a prepared 
statement outlining the objective of his portion of the integrated 
program. As we progress through the program I shall, with the 
chairman’s permission, introduce each sponsor and he will, as the 
chairman desires, either read his statement or submit it to the reporter 
for insertion in the record. 

The 10 facilities classes are shown in title II of the authorization 
bill the committee is now considering. A summary is in the front of 
our justification book No. 1. The following is a list of these classes, 
the total amount of authorization being requested for each, and 
examples of projects included therein: 

(1) Shipyard facilities, $82,104,000: Included in this class are the 
first increment for construction of the Bremerton drydock, pier, and 
dredging for servicing nuclear-powered submarines at New London, 
and projects for the Incremental dev elopment of the naval base at 
Subic Bay. 

(2) Fleet base facilities, $22,876,000: Major projects in this class 
are for extension of the waterfront facilities at the Norfolk base and 
provision of family housing at Adak. 

(3) Aviation facilities, $207,460,000: This class comprises nearly 
half of our program. It includes projects for extension of runways 
at 14 air stations, for tactical air navigation facilities at 13 air sta- 
tions, and for optical landing systems at 24 air stations, all of which 
are needed for increased safety in operation of modern aircraft. 

(4) Supply facilities, $5, 329,000: We propose installation of elec- 
tronic processing equipment at three continental supply activities and 
a second increment for dev elopment of the naval supply depot, Subic 
Bay. 

(5) Marine Corps facilities, $22,616,000: Examples of projects in 
this class include a chapel at Albany, Ga., a central repair shop at 
Barstow, and training and personnel facilities at Camp Lejeune and 
Parris Island. 

(6) Ordnance facilities, $36,070,000: A major project in this class 
is for development of the fleet ballistic missile. Other projects are 
proposed at Corona, Calif., and Daingerfield, Tex., for development 
of guided missiles. "Also included are projects for stor age and proc- 
essing of various types of ammunition at strategic overseas locations. 

(7) Service school facilities, $15,800,000: Urgent and important 
projects in this class are the first increment for an addition to the 
dormitory, Bancroft Hall, at the Naval Academy and the final incre- 
ment for recruit barracks to complete the first camp at the Great 
Lakes Training Center. 
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(8) Communication facilities, $24,244,000 : This class includes proj- 
ects for the incremental development of the new naval radio station 
in Washington County, Maine, and projects for naval security group 
activities at three strategic overseas locations. 

(9) Office of naval research facilities, $9,180,000: There are two 
projects in this class. One of these is for construction of a fourth 
floor on a building at the local naval research laboratory and the 
other is a research project in West Virginia. 

(10) Yards and docks facilities, $5,821,000: This is the last of the 
10 classes. Examples of projects in this group are the project for 
abatement of sewage pollution in the waters adjacent to the Brook- 
lyn Naval Shipyard and utilities projects at public-works centers, Nor- 
folk and Guantanamo Bay. 

The first facilities class is sponsored by the Bureau of Ships. 

Before we go ahead with that, Admiral Meade is here and has a 
statement on the overall construction program, since the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks is the manager on the construction side. 

The CuarrmMan. I think now this covers all the general statements 
the Department desires to submit. 

If there are no questions by any members to you, the thing to do now 
is to read the bill section by section. 

Mr. Ke.iener. There is one more statement, Admiral Meade’s 
statement. 

The Cuarrman. Oh. 

Mr. Ketienrr. Which is separate. 

The CHarrMan. Give mea copy of it. I didn’t have it. 

All right, now, Admiral Menai 

Admiral Meape. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, I 
am Rear Adm. R. H. Meade, Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

As the committee knows, the Bureau of Yards and Docks is re- 
sponsible for the design and construction of the buildings and facil- 
ities for the Navy Department authorized and appropriated for un- 
der the title “Military Construction, Navy.” 

As Chief of the Bureau, I would like to report briefly to the com- 
mittee on the status of construction of the Navy’s Shore Establish- 
ment. 

In the development of this program, the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks and its field organizations, have actively participated from 
its inception in furnishing technical advice, feasibility studies, ad- 
vance planning, and engineering cost estimates. This participation 
continued up through the highest levels of screening and review. 
The individual items in this bill have been advance planned by pri- 
vate architects and engineers, following design criteria established by 
the Bureau, to insure realistic price estimates to produce strictly 
functional facilities with a durability consistent with their missions. 

The Bureau will continue its policy of awarding construction con- 
tracts as a result of competitive bidding. It is not expected that cost- 
plus-a-fixed fee contracts will be required within the continental 
United States for any projects contained in this program. Cost- 
plus-a-fixed fee contracts must continue to be sivailahle for potential 
use in a few foreign or isolated locations where risks that must be 
assumed by contractors under a lump-sum contract would result in 
excessive and unwarranted cost to the Government. 
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The Bureau’s construction program is, I believe, in a sound finan- 
cial condition. As the committee knows, the program for military 
construction is a continuing appropriation. 

In the fiscal years 1948 through 1957, the Congress authorized proj- 
ects in the total amount of $3.3 billion with a net total, after rescis- 
sions and other adjustments, of $3 billion. At the beginning of fiscal 

ear 1957 we had on our books authorizations totaling $622. 9 mil- 
el The new fiscal year 1957 authorization less rescissions and ad- 
justments result in a total of $842.6 million available during fiscal 
year 1957. Against this authorized program, we had $586 millions 
of dollars of appropriations—including the $400 million appropri- 
ated in fiscal year 1957—available to implement the authorized re- 
quirements. To date $533 million of these appropriated funds have 
been or are being apportioned to the Navy. It is expected that $432 
million will be obligated prior to July 1, 1957, leaving an unobligated 
balance of only $154 million. 

The attached charts are self-explanatory. Particular attention is 
invited to the “pie chart” which shows in some detail the planned 
use of the appropriated amount of $154 million unobligated as of 
June 30, 1957. After allowances for change orders, contingencies, and 
other contracts scheduled for award, $26.5 million remains available 
for additional construction. 

While not directly pertinent to this program, it is considered 
worthy of note that during fiscal year 1956, the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks undertook $100 million of work for the Air Force in addi- 
tion to its own Navy program and: that by the end of this fiscal year 
1957 another approximately $90 million will be obligated. 

I will be present throughout these hearings and I will be pleased to 
answer any questions concerning the operation of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks and the Navy’s military construction program. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Admiral. 

Any questions of the admiral ? 

( No response. ) 

The Cuairman. If not, why, that finishes the general statements. 

Mr. Dorie. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Doyie. Admiral, on the top paragraph on page 2, will you 
please tell me the foreign countries in which the cost- plus-fixed-fee 
contract is necessary rather than competitive bidding ¢ 

Admiral Mrapr. We have a cost-plus-fixed-fee construction con- 
tract in Spain at the present time which we would expect to continue 
to use, sir. 

We have a cost-plus-fixed-fee contract in the Philippine Islands 
which we would expect to continue to use, sir, in the next fiscal year 

Mr. Dorie. How about France? 

Admiral Mrapr. We have no such contracts in France, sir. 

Mr. Doyie. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Admiral 

Now, members of the committee, on page 15, title IT. 

Now, Admiral Hopwood, this finishes all your general statements ? 

Admiral Horwoop. That finishes the statements, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuareman. All right. Now you have all the officers that will 
be needed to answer questions. Please come around the table. 


eee 
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Title II, section 201: The Secretary of the Navy may establish or 
develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, 
converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary pub- 
lic works, including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 
equipment for the following projects, inside the United States. — 
yard facilities; naval engineering experiment station, Annapolis, Md. ; 
development and test facilities, $600,000. 

Now, members of the committee, book 1 has been handed to you. 
And where do we start off, now, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Keriener. Annapolis, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Ares. Mr. Chairman, Rear Admiral Pyne, and the Dep- 
uty Chief of the Bureau of Ships, Admiral Hunsinger. 

The Cuairman. All right. This statement is on page 1 of the 
book. 

All right, Captain, give us some information why we should be 
warranted in making authorization to spend this $618,000 at this 


stage. 
Tastes Aires. Mr. Chairman, there are eight preieeen in the 
continental shipyard facilities in section 201 of the bill. 

(The statement of Rear Adm. A. G. Mumma, Chief, Bureau of 
Ships, is as follows:) 

The Bureau of Ships’ fiscal year 1958 military construction program has five 
objectives : 

First, we seek to provide facilities in our repair activities to support the im- 
proved ship types which are joining the fleet. To provide facilities forthe new 
carriers for example, we propose a new drydock at Puget Sound, utilities im- 
provements at the piers at New York and Norfolk, and relocation of crane tracks 
at the Pearl Harbor drydock to provide clearance for the increased width of 
flight decks. In order to permit the new, deeper, draft, nuclear submarines to 
operate from the submarine base at New London, we propose to deepen the chan- 
nel, and to replace an old pier, which is at the point of condemnation, with one 
which can accommodate these submarines. The total cost of items of this nature 
is estimated at $84,151,000. 

Second, we seek to protect our existing plant. Toward this objective, we pro- 
pose to spend a little over $414 million in subsidence remedial measures to pro- 
tect the Long Beach shipyard valued at nearly $170 million. We propose to 
spend a little less than $5 million in reconstruction of the principal repair 
pier at Pearl Harbor which was never adequate for modern use, was subsequently 
damaged on December 7, 1941, and has seen deterioration over the years. The 
total requested in this category is $9,830,000. 

Third, we propose to provide certain classified facilities for the fleet com- 
manders the need for which has been acute since the beginning of World War II. 
It is only in the past year or so that we have been technically able to meet this 
need. 

Fourth, we propose to provide for our personnel at the naval base, Subic 
Bay, those facilities which are urgently needed for their support. Among. these 
items are additional barracks, the completion of the hospital and accommoda- 
tions for the staff, schools, and a store and commissary to replace the present 
inadequate facilities. We feel that the provision of minimal support for our 
personnel at Subic is not only a moral responsibility but good business. We pro- 
pose to expend just over $12 million toward this objective. 

Fifth, we seek to improve the capabilities of our laboratories to carry on 
our research and development program. Toward this objective we have two 
items. The first is to provide a facility at the experiment station at Annapolis 
to investigate stray magnetic fields, an essential to the development of equipment 
for our magnetic minesweepers. The second item will increase the fuel storage 
and boiler capacity at David Taylor Model Basin at Carderock to provide heat 
for new buildings now under construction. The aggregate cost of these 2 items 
is $733,000. 

Submissions of projects categorized as urgent were received from our field 
activities amounting to $395 million. The Short Station Development Board, 
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reviewing each project on its merits, concurred that about $218 million worth 
were truly urgent. Subsequently the application of budgetary considerations 
has reduced the program to $82,104,000. This program has been screened and 
rescreened until it represents a bare minimum. 


1. Facilities to support new classes: 





Carrier repair site, Puget Sound____-___-_-__-__-----_---_- $25, 438, 000 
Utilities improvements, New York ~~ -----------------~-- 1, 452, 000 
SUES TORE RO, BOON LITO. i cele enee eres 550, 000 
Dredge channel, New London_____----.--.--_----__-_._- 2, 416, 000 
Utilities improvements, Norfolk____-__-__-_--__---__---~~- 2, 998, 000 
Crane tracks, DD3, Pearl Harbor_.._-....--~---.---..___- 1, 297, 000 

a a a Sl AR ncn a lal A 34, 151, 000 

2. Protection of existing plant: 

Subsidence measures, Long Beach___---._-------_---__-_--__- 4, 660, 000 
P_ooerect Derine POAT! FOTNOP. 3. WW oni 4, 779, 000 
Rehabilitate dispensary, Portsmouth____-~~~ tie host eo 391, 000 

I re tee eet 2 LE ae ee 9, 830, 000 


3. Facilities for fleet commanders: 
a ket oul oeemnereinie 12, 808, 000 
Nee nnn enn acquamunccgrpiinnne aren tecoaem bie 12, 302, 000 


i tills cilia becaniian sche ely Saniestelspaviidenchibiniakei ested 15 Lk Ey Se 000 


4. Personnel support, Subic Bay: 





oneeon nosmtal, Snail increment.................-...~-...-..- 1, 750, 000 
PTI” rs neee beeen tclpeniiis Shek be 3, 391, 000 
NTE TT TTT Tn ee eee enn ee eee ee cee abinnkid ed , 904, 000 
ar eS a Se nidoeslintebiods easing weabanate onthe batiiaees 3, 229, 000 
I UNTRUE” UU aa ceetew ah wsietagreosn tn keene 300, 000 
Exchange and commissary____-------_-~- ee 989, 000 
pe UE CRG Un eect mean 1, 117, 000 

neice a aaa eka aaa _. 12, 280, 000 

5. Improvement of laboratory capabilities : 

Magnetic field facility, engineering experiment station____ 618, 000 
Increase steam supply, David Taylor Model Basin______-__ 115, 000 

Teen ene el 773, 000 


Captain Ares. The first is for the naval experimental station, An- 
napolis, for a stray magnetic field measurement facility i in the amount 
of $618,000. The applicable mission of this station is to conduct ap- 

lied research, eee investigations, evaluation and test in the 

eld of physics, chemistry, metallurgy, and electricity, with respect 
to marine engineering equipment, materials in process, Ww ith particular 
emphasis on propulsion machinery and its auxiliaries. 

The Cuarrman. Is the installation at this field used in connection 
with the instruction at the Academy ? 

Captain Ames. No, sir. 

The Carman. It has no relation whatsoever to the Naval 
Academy ¢ 

Captain Arzzs. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then let’s see what it is for? 

Captain Aries. This project will provide a facility to test all types 
of minesweeping electrical equipment, to measure stray magnetic fields 
at distances up to 30 feet below the equipment. 
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The present procedure is an inefficient and uneconomical trial-and- 
error method in which measurements are made at degaussing ranges 
on completed ships afloat. . 

The Cuarrman. Now where are you now making this kind of re- 
search or these tests ? 

Captain Armes. They are presently made on our degaussing ranges. 

The Cuatrman. I can’t hear you. Talk a little bit louder. 

Captain Ares. They are presently made on our degaussing ranges 
after the ship is completed, after they are in the ship, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And this is before they are put on the ship? 

Captain Armzs. Yes, sir. It is a piece-by-piece test—that is the way 
we propose to do it. 

he CuarrmaNn. You haven’t any base comparable to this anywhere 
in your shore establishment now ? 
Japtain Arzs. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then this falls under the classification of a new 

project, doesn’t it ? 
aptain Arres. A new project at an existing facility. 

The CuarmMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. That is right. It is a new project at an existing 
facility. Now what is the existing facility you have there? 

Captain Artes. The Engineering Experimental Station across the 
river from the Naval Academy. 

The Cuarrman. Engineering—— 

Captain Artes, Experimental station. 

The Cuarrman. Then it has no relation right now as to its activities 
in regard to testing the degaussing equipment, has it ? 

Captain Aites. There is none there right now; no, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And you propose to add that phase of testing at 
this present establishment ? 

Captain Ams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. This place? 

Captain Ars. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that correct? 

Captain Arzs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, why hasn’t the work been quite satisfactory ? 
We got through World War I and World War II. Our method of 
degaussing was pretty good then. Why couldn’t we go along just 
like we have been in the past ? 

Anybody answer. 

Captain Aties. Admiral Honsinger. 

Admiral Honstnecer. I can answer that. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Admiral, justify these items. 

Admiral Honstncrr. I am Adm, L. V. Honsinger, Deputy and 
Assistant Chief of Bureau of Ships. The answer to that problem lies, 
I believe, in the fact that the development of the magnetic mine in the 
past 10 or 15 years has required us to develop ships that are almost 
virtually nonmagnetic and the purpose of this little facility is to take 
these parts of ships—the diesel engines, the generators and the other 
principal parts, and work them down to the point where they will be 
less magnetic. The requirement has not heretofore existed, until 
recent years, and this is our first effort to study the parts themselves. 

The CuHarrman. Any questions from any members of the committee ? 


86066—57— No. 36--—-19 
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Mrs. St. George. 

Mrs, St. Grorer. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question. 
I notice here that it says “estimated future authorization, $10,462,000.” 
Now I take it from that statement that $618,000 is merely a very small 
and modest beginning to this whole program. Am I right? 

Admiral Honstycer. Those are for other items, not this one item. 

Mrs. Sr. Gores. They have nothing to do with this? 

Admiral Honsrncer. No; they do not. There are other items 

Mrs. Sr. Gzorce. Will that be a new installation, this $10 million, 
that you foresee for 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes. 

Captain Armxs. Those are for other facilities at this same station, 
Mrs; St. George. Many of them have not been reviewed at all. Those 
are all the estimated requirements of the station for the future. 

Mrs. Str. Grorce. Then this $618,000 will entirely take care of this 
particular program ? 

Captain Arges. Yes, ma’am. 

Mrs. Sr. George. And satisfactorily. Because I can see that this is 
a very vital program. I am just wondering whether you are going 
far enough with it. 

Captain. Armegs. This we think will do the job, Mrs. St. George. 

The CuatrMan. Any questions from any other members? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Admiral, is it not true that development of the 
magnetic mine caused the Navy Department to make a radical decision 
and shift from steel hulls to wooden hulls ? 

Admiral Honstnger. We started building wooden hulls many years 
ago, Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You are coming back to them, though. 

Admiral Honsrncer. We had to use wood, yes, sir, because of the 

magnetic requirements. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. This program was designed to test the equipment 
that will be constructed or installed on the wooden hull ? 

Admiral Honstncer. The parts that go into the various items. 

Mr, Van Zanpr. Yes. 

Admiral Honsrneerr. A great deal can be done to reduce their mag- 
netic influence if we study them individually, instead of all combined 
on the ship. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. So this money can be truly charged to meeting the 
challenge that results from the development of the magnetic mine? 

Admiral Honsrncer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask the admiral a question. 

Why wouldn’t it be more economical to have a facility of this char- 
acter closer to the operating mine fleets? They have to live with these 
projects. They have to work with these little small ships you are talk- 
ing about. It looks like it would be more sensible to have it closer to 
where they operate, like, for instance, on the coast. 

Admiral Honstncer. Mr. Rivers, it is located at Annapolis. because 
at the experiment station at Annapolis personnel are there, engineering 
personnel, to work on diesel engines, generators, magnetic fields, and 
other sciences that are required in developing reduced m: 1gnetic influ- 
ence of these parts. 
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Mr. Rivers. This isa scientific field you are talking about ? 

Admiral Honsinerr. Yes, sir; that is right. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next item is “Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, Wash., dry- 
dock,” $25,438,000. 

Captain Ares. The next project is at the Naval Shipyard, Bremer- 
ton, Wash., for the construction of the first increment of a carrier 
repair site for $25,438,000. 

This is needed to provide the only drydock on the west coast where 
major repairs to Forrestal class carriers can be made. 

Plans and specifications for this facility were authorized in fiscal 
year 1956 and were funded last year. When one of these large carriers 
is docked in an existing drydock, there is insufficient space inside the 
dock for making major repairs to the ship and for operation of mobile 
weight-handling equipment. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Admiral, of course we all know that Bremer- 
ton is one of our large Navy yards on the Pacific. 

You already have 1 or 2 graving docks there and 1 or 2 floating dry- 
docks, do you not ? 

What is the situation, then, with reference to the docking of ships 
at Bremerton ? 

Admiral Honstneer. For the docking of large Forrestal class ear- 
riers—it is very restricted because the present largest dock is only 15 
inches wider than the beam of the Forrestai. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. 

Admiral Honsrncrr. And 15 inches does not allow enough room 
to work. 
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The Cuarrman. What is the requirement of a dock to take care of 
the Forrestal type of airplane carrier? 

Admiral Honstnerr. The dimensions of it are about 200 feet wide 
and about 1,100 long. 

The CuatrMan. Now, of course—the Forrestal can’t go through 
the canal, can it? 

Admiral Hon stncEeR. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And how many more ships do we have that can’t 
go through the canal? 

Admiral Honstncer. None of our large carriers can go through the 
canal, nor can our battleships. 

The CHarrman. All battleships can go through the canal, can’t 
they ? 

Admiral Honstncrr. There are 2 or 3 dozen total. 

Admiral Pynz. No—— 

The Cuairman. All the battleships can go through but the For- 
restal and that type of carrier can’t? 

Admiral Honstnecer. I am sorry; I am drawing from memory, sir. 

The Carman. You have a drydock out at Bremerton that has the 
length necessary ¢ 

Admiral Honstneer. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Then the question of breadth in the construction 
of the drydock is the point ? 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now how many drydocks, graving docks, have 
you out there? 

Admiral Pyne. On the west coast, sir? 

The Cuatrrman. No, no, I am talking about Bremerton. 

Admiral Pyne. There are five drydocks. I am Rear Adm. Schuyler 
N. Pyne. 

The Cuatrman. Five drydocks at Bremerton. They take care of the 
different types of ships that need repair. 

Admiral Honstnorr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Bremerton is a very important repair yard, is it 
not ¢ 

Admiral Honstnoer. Yes, sir; it is. 

The Cuatrman. There is not much actual construction going on in 
Bremerton, is there? 

Admiral Honstncer. We have been using that yard in the last 10 
years for major conversions. 

The Cuatrman,. That is right. 

Admiral Honstncer. There is some construction going on there 
now. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you say you only have 15 inches in width. 

Admiral Honstneer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. In the present drydock ? 

Admiral Honstneoer. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Have you a floating drydock at Bremerton ? 

Admiral Pyne. No, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Where are the large floating drydocks that used 
to be over at Pearl Harbor? 

Admiral Pyne. There are several at Pear] Harbor out of commis- 
sion, in the reserve there. 
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There is one floating drydock at Guam, which is in reduced com- 
mission. It could be activated right quickly. 

The Cuarrman. Why couldn’t we use these floating drydocks that 
are out of commission at Pearl Harbor and the one at Guam to repair 
the Forrestal type of ship ? 

Admiral Pyne. To activate them would be a very expensive and 
time-consuming thing. 

The Cratrman. Go ahead. 

Admiral Pyne. They are not wide enough either, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They are not wide enough? Then they are not 
suited for it. 

Admiral Pyne. They are not suited. 

The Cuarman. All right. What about the drydock down at 
Hunters Point down in California ? 

Admiral Pyne. That is wide enough, sir. 

The Cuamman. It is wide enough / 

° Admiral Pyneg. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it is long enough? 

Admiral Pyne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Why can’t that take care of the situation ? 

Admiral Pyne. It hasn’t very much clearance. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Admiral Pyne. It has a very small amount of clearance. Actually, 
the clearance at Hunters Point drydock is 5 feet 3 inches on a side, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. 5 inches? 

Admiral Pyne. 5 feet 3 inches ona side. 

The Cuarmman. 5 feet. Of course—— 

Mr. Brooks. On each side ? 

Admiral Pyne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What will be the clearance in this proposed drydock 
with a ship of the Forrestal class? 

Admiral Pyne. This dock will be 205 feet wide, sir; and the beam 
of the ship is approximately 130 feet. That would be 75 feet total, 
or 3714 feet on each side. 

The CHarrMan. 2714 

Admiral Pyne. 3714 on each side, sir. 

The CHarrMan. 3714 on each side ? 

Admiral Pynx. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you feel that that is necessary ? 

Admiral Pyne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, is it possible to widen the drydock at Hunters 
Point more economically than to build a new drydock at Bremerton ? 

Admiral Prne. No, sir. The widening of a drydock is just like 
building a new one, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. It is worse. 

Admiral Pyne. Worse, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. You have to tear it down and rebuild it. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions from any other members of the 
committee ? 

Mr. Van Zanor. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanor. Admiral, what is your planning concerning the 
drydock at Long Beach ? 
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Admiral Pyne. We have no plans for it right now, sir. That dock 
is large enough, too, to just take the Forrestal type ships with a small 
clearance on each side, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In other words, what you are doing here is set- 
ting up capabilities to handle the Forrestal type carrier on the west 
coast ? 

Admiral Pyne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And then—as a matter of fact, you will only have 
one drydock that meets your full requirements and that would be 
this one. 

Admiral Pyne. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the only other dock that you could use is 
the one at Hunters Point; is that correct ? 

Admiral Pyne. Well, there is one at Long Beach also, sir. 

The Cuarrman. One at Long Beach. 

Admiral Pyne. That is long enough and wide enough. 

The Cuarrman. I thought Mr. Van Zandt mentioned something at 
Long Beach, but I didn’t get that picture. Then you have 3 places on 
the west coast, 1 at Bremerton, 1 at Long Beach, and 1 at Hunters 
Point. 

Admiral Pyne. San Francisco, sir. 

The Cuarman. Now, what about the repair of the one at Long 
Beach. Will that take care of the Forrestal class? 

Admiral Pyne. Yes, sir; it will take eare of it, but with a very small 
clearance on each side, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much clearance has it there? 

Admiral Pyne. The same 

The Cuamman. How much? 

Admiral Pyne. 5 feet 3 inches, the same as the one at Hunters 
Point. 

The Cuarrman. 5 feet 3 inches. As a matter of fact, then you will 
only have one drydock, the one you propose to build that gives you all 
the clearance you need ¢ 

(Admiral Pyne nods. ) 

The Cuamman. And the one at Long Beach and the one at Hunters 
Point ? 

Admiral Pynr. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMANn. Jams you up a little too close in making the re- 
pairs; is that correct? 

Admiral Pyne. Yes, sir; particularly in a damaged condition, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Damaged condition. 

Admiral Pyne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And if the ship is damaged, it is liable to be im- 

ossible to get it in the drydock unless you have plenty of clearance; 
is that correct ? 

Admiral Pyne. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the condition of the drydock at Long Beach— 
has that been remedied? The last time we had it up the drydock had 
cracked and there was some trouble about it on account of drawing all 
the oil out of Signal Hill and all that area down there? 

Admiral Honstnerr. That area is being corrected, Mr. Chairman. 
It is one of the items that we will come to a little later on in the 
morning. 
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The Cuarrman. How long will it take you to build this drydock? 

Admiral Honstneer. Three years. 

The Cuarrman. Three years. 

Admiral Honsinerr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Do we have to acquire any land? 

Admiral Honstnerr. No, sir. 

The Cuairman. And the drydock will be let as a unit and be built 
by competitive bidding ? 

Admiral Honstncrr. Yes, sir. This is the first increment of the 
actual building of the dock, sir, and the carrier repair site. 

The Cuamman. You have all the facilities there? You have the 
railroads, you have the water, and you have the land at Bremerton; 
is that correct ? 

Admiral Honsrneer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaimman. Any questions by any other members of the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask him about Hunters Point. Now last year 
we approved some projects, one of which was to give you additional 
land in that area to expand the facilities at Hunters Point, isn’t that 
correct ! 

Admiral Pynn. Yes, sir; in the first session of the last Congress. 

Mr. Rivers. Now you are going to use that authorization which 
we gave you and the authority to go forward to construct. this new 
dock which you say is in the future at Hunters Point ? 

Admiral Pyrnz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gusser. What new dock? 

Mr. Rivers. They claim they are going to build another one at 
Hunters Point. 

Admiral Pyne. Yes. 

Admiral Mrapr. These are two different. things, Mr. Rivers. 

The Cuarmman. Talk out louder, Admiral. We can’t hear you. 

Admiral Mrape. These are two different matters at Hunters Point. 

The Cuatrman, Yes. 

Admiral Mrapr. The proposed new drydock at Hunters Point for 
the Forrestal-type carriers will go on land we already own. 

Mr. Rivers. But the overall project is to increase, and improve, 
and expand. 

Admiral Mrapr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The facilities at Hunters Point? 

Admiral Mxrapeg. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Then do I understand that you propose later on 
to come in here and ask for a new drydock at Hunters Point to take 
sare of the Forrestal, in addition to the one at Bremerton ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Admiral Pynx. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuamman. When will you make that request of the Congress? 

Captain Amxs. That will be two or three years from now, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What ? 

Captain Ais. Two or three years from now. 

The Cuarmman. Well, I won’t be here then. [Laughter.] 

All right, without objection, the item 

Mr. Brooxs. What does a drydock like this cost ? 
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Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. Let me ask him one question. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. 

Captain Ares. An estimated total of $37,726,000, sir. It is antic- 
i - the next year we will need $10 million more to complete this 

ock, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. In view of the question raised by Mr. 
Brooks and the dock is going to cost $37 million, why is it necessary 
to appropriate $25 million now, when it is going to take 3 years, and 
why wouldn’t it be better to sort of divide out your authorizations as 
you go along instead of making it $25 million and coming back here 
next year and say we need about $10 million more authorization. 

Admiral Mrapg. This first-—— 

The CuairMan. That leads up tothis. It is far better sometimes to 
have a small authorization that opens up a project and make smaller 
appropriations, than to put the whole project in at one time. 

Now you have almost put the whole project in at one time, yet it 
is going to take 3 years. 

Mr. Rivers. You have to do the planning. 

The Cuamman. Oh, well, he doesn’t need any $25 million to do the 
planning. ‘They know how to build it now. 

Mr. Rivers. They haven’t asked for the money yet. 

Captain Artes. Two years ago—— 

The Cuairman. This is an authorization and they will ask for the 
money. 

Captain Amxs. Two years ago we asked for the money for the 
planning. That has been nearly completed. Now this is the first 
big contract. It is the smallest unit that we can go into for the main 
building of the dock, sir. 

The Cuairman. Well, now, how long will it take you to get the 

Jans ¢ 
. Admiral Mrapr. We expect to have those plans, Mr. Chairman, by 
October of this year. 

And I might say, sir, that this first increment will give us a com- 
pletely usable facility, with the drydock itself and three berths. The 
other $10 million will expand the facility by providing additional 
berthing space. 

The CHarrMan. You mean—and have no connection, then, with this 
drydock? You say other berthing space. Then this $25 million will 
finish you? 

Admiral Means. It will give us a completely usable drydock, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, exactly. And then the other money 
will be for other berthing facilities in the yard ? 

Admiral Mrapr. Exactly. 

Admiral Honstnerr. It is contiguous property, Mr. Chairman, 
around the same vicinity. 

The Cuarrman. Then we understand this is a complete drydock 
project ? 

Admiral Mrapr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Then when I asked the cost of the drydock and was 
told $37 million, that is really not correct. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that correct? 
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Captain Ares. $37 million is correct for all of the facilities con- 
nected with this dock and the docking of ships there, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, that is $25 million. 

Now the one to be later at Hunters Point might not have the addi- 
tional $10 million. 

Captain Ans. It may not; no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me finish my question. 

The CuHarrman. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Rivers. I haven’t quite finished. 

The Cuarrman. All right, go ahead, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to ask: For a ship of the Forrestal class, 
what harbor on the west coast do you consider the most accessible ? 

Captain Aes. I think San Francisco would be, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Why do you delay the construction at San Francisco 
when the Forrestal is the most critical ship you have once you get it 
entering a harbor? 

Captain Ares. Well, Puget Sound is our major carrier repair yard, 
sir. We have good depth of water and a damaged carrier will probably 
find it better to go there to get repairs in all respects. 

Mr. Rivers. That answers my question, sir. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. How many type Forrestal ships do you have? 

Captain Aires. We now have two in commission. 

Mr. Arenps. How many will we have in 3 years? 

Captain Atnes. 3 years more we will have 5. 

Mr. Arenps. We will have 5 and 2 adequate places to handle them? 

Captain Airs. We have another one going in commission in Au- 
gust, the Ranger, sir, and two following that. 

Mr. Arenps. Then you will have 2 places where they can be ade- 
quately handled, for the requests you are going to make in 3 years 
for Hunters? 

Mr. Brooxs. On the west coast. 

Mr. Arenps. On the west coast. For 3 years you are coming in to 
ask for additional authorization and appropriation at Hunters Point. 

Captain Ams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. In other words, 3 years from now when you have 5 
ships you will have 2 adequate places where you can handle them, is 
that right? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. That is all. 

Mr. Doytz. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Dorie. When you spend this $25 million at Hunters Point, 
will that expenditure asked for here enable you to handle ships of 
the Forrestal type? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir; at Puget Sound this is what we are asking 
for here. 

Mr. Doyxe. All right. When you spend the money you are asking 
for at Hunters Point, will that permit you to handle ships of the 
Forrestal type? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Doyrtz. May I ask this question? I am not sure that I heard 
all your answer to Mr. Rivers. Why do you develop Puget Sound 
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ahead of Hunters Point when you answer that San Francisco is the 
most available port? Puget Sound is 1,500 miles north in case of a 
damaged ship. Why do you develop Puget Sound now instead of 
Hunters Point ? 

Captain Aizes. Well, Puget Sound isn’t 1,500 miles farther from 
the Far East than San Francisco. They are just about the same dis- 
tance from the Far East. 

Mr. Dorie. You said San Francisco is the most available harbor. 

Captain Arxs. Yes, sir; because it is nearer all the locations. It 
is centrally located on the west coast. 

Mr. Dortx. Why don’t you develop then Hunters Point first in- 
stead of Puget Sound ¢ 

Captain Ares. Because Puget Sound is our No. 1 carrier repair 
yard on the west coast. 

Mr. Dorie. Well, that may be—— 

Captain Artes. They have the know-how. 

Mr. Doytz. That may be, but if Hunters Point is most available 
why don’t you use the most available ¢ 

Captain Artes. Because—— 

Mr. Doy.ie. Granting that Puget Sound is presently your repair 
base, if you are going to make San Francisco in 3 years available or 
accessible, why don’t you develop that first now ¢ 

Captain Ares. Because you also have the matter of good, deep 
water up there. 

Mr. Doy.e. I am familiar with both harbors. I live on the Pacific 
coast. Iam familiar with both of them. 

Now one more question. Will you answer that, please? Why 
don’t you develop Hunters Point first ¢ 

Captain Arrs. We have considered that Puget Sound is needed 
first, sir, from all considerations. It is the No. 1 carrier repair area. 
It is deeper water up there. And it is just about as accessible to the 
Far East as San Francisco. 

Mr. Doyiz. I notice you answered a question about Hunters Point 
and you said you were going to develop in 2 or 3 years. Why the 
indefiniteness part of it? Is it the 2 years or the 3 years? Haven’t 
you made up your mind ¢ 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Wait a minute. Let him answer it. 

Mr. Doyrex. Answer my question. 

Captain Atres. I will say 3 years, sir, it looks like right now. 

Mr. Doyte. Is it 3 or is it 2? 

Captain Ars. I say three. 

Mr. Dorie. Why did you say two a minute ago? 

Captain Aries. Because of the planning for the Boston dock and 
looking ahead at what we have in our 1959 and 1960 program as we 
see it right now, it looks like it will be probably 3 years before we come 
up to ask for the money for San Francisco. 

Mr. Doytx. Now may I ask you a question about Long Beach, 
please. When you —_ the money that you are asking to be author- 
ized here, the Long Beach drydock will not accommodate the type of 
ship of the Forrestal, will it? 

Captain Artes It already will. 

Mr. Doyix. You only have 5 or 6 feet ? 
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Captain Aires. The Long Beach drydock will not accommodate the 
Forrestal class in a damaged state, no, sir. 

Mr. Dortz. Not in a damaged state ? 

Captain Ams. No, sir. 

Mr. Doytz. Then, if we should be involved in a war at the present 
time, if a ship of the Forrestal type was damaged, there would be no 
place to take it on the Pacific Coast except to Bremerton because the 
Forrestal can’t get through the canal, is that correct ? 

Captain Ams. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Dorie. Why, then, don’t you develop the Long Beach drydock 
so it would take a ship in a damaged condition now! That certainly 
is more than 1,500 miles north to Bremerton. 

Captain Ares. Well, I think you will find that Long Beach is 
farther from the Far East theater than Bremerton. 

The Cuarmman. Well 

Captain Artes. And also it would be a much more expensive dock 
than Long Beach. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Mr. Chairman, is it not true, Captain, that nuclear 
power is involved here and in your planning you can see a nuclear- 
powered carrier fitting into this new dock in Seattle ? 

Captain Ags. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And to support that carrier, you have to have spe- 
cial nuclear facilities ? 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And you have to build it from scratch? 

Captain Ais. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Now, isn’t that the answer to the Bremerton situa- 
tion ? 

Captain Ams. Yes, sir; that will make even a larger ship than the 
Forrestal. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. And if you attempted to build a nuclear support 
facility at Long Beach and Hunters Point you would have to take 
them practically out of commission and deny yourself existing capa- 
bilities to support the Forrestal-type carrier ? 

The Cuatmrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next item is—— 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Reece. 

Mr. Reece. With some hesitancy, if I may, I would like to get 
one question clarified. 

The Chairman, as I understood, when Admiral Honsinger was mak- 
ing a statement, asked him how many ships in addition to the For- 
restal would be unable to go through the Panama Canal. The ad- 
miral, as I understood, first responded none of the larger battleships. 
Then a question was raised and confusion, some confusion developed. 
I am wondering if the Admiral misunderstood the Chairman's ques- 
tion or if I misunderstood the Admiral’s answer. 

Admiral Honstncer. I apparently was confused, sir. I answered 
that the larger carriers couldn’t go through the canal, of which we 
have a couple dozen, and I answered that the battleships, the larger 
battleships couldn’t, but I was corrected here at the table. I was 
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going from memory and they tell me they can go through the canal. 

Mr. Reece. Well. Mr. Chairman, I just want to make one state- 
ment. I am astounded that an admiral in the Navy was under the 
impression that battleships couldn’t go through the Panama Canal. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the next line is the Navy Shipyard, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y. Utilities, $1,452,000. 

Now, what page of the book is that, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 5 

The Cuarrman. All right, 5 and 6. 

All right, we all want to know about the New York Navy Ship- 
yard. It is one of our great yards. We have already spent $228,- 
173,725 there, and 46 cents, as suggested by Mr. Kilday. And the 
value of the 478 acres of land is $5,862,085. 

Mr. Rivers. We also know, Mr. Chairman, it will be the very first 
Navy yard to be hit. 

The CuarrmMan. Well 

Mr. Rivers. The very first one. 

The CHarrman. I am no prophet. Go ahead nor and let’s talk 
about—— 

Captain Ailes. This project is to improve the utilities system at 
the Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, at an estimated cost of $1,452,000. 
The utilities systems needing improvement are the electrical, fresh 
and salt water, steam and compressed air distribution systems. This 
need is directly attributable to the requirement to service our large 
ships, particularly our Forrestal-class carriers. The yard now has no 
berth capable of providing all utilities required to service our capital 
ships, especially our present-day carriers. 

The Caarrman. On page 6 you have a breakdown of what utilities 
need to be repaired, is that correct ¢ 

Captain Arzs. Yes, sir. 

The CHamman. That gives all the information. Any questions 
from any members of the committee ? 

Mr. Van Zanovr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Captain, in addition to the New York Shipyard 
as regard to the capability to service the Yorrsetal-type carrier, do we 
have any other yard on the east coast? 

Captain Ams. Yes, sir; Norfolk 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Lam talking now about Navy shipyards. 

Captain Airs. Norfolk Naval Shipyard, the Boston Naval Ship- 
yard—those are the three—and Philadelphia Naval Shipyard could 
also handle it, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. Then we have of course the private yards at New- 
port News. 

Captain A1ttes. Newport News? 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. And again 

Captain Ars. At Quincy. 

Admiral Pyne. That can Se used. 

Captain Atxs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. So. you think we have adequate facilities to support 
the Forrestal-type carr ler on the east coast ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir; with the additional requirements we have 
indicated here at New York and the one later at Norfolk—to bring 
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up the utilities systems so they can handle the terrific load these ships 
require. 

The Cuarmman. Well, may I inquire! Is this item related to the 
Forrestal type of ship? 

Captain Arues. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. It is just only related to that ? 

Captain Armes. No. The Forrestal and the £ssea class, sir. 

The Cuarrman. If the Forrestal wasn’t in existence you would be 
asking for these items here ? 

Captain Amers. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. It would just merely better enable you to serve 
the Forrestal? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is not tied in with the Forrestal at all, is it? 

Captain Aiezs. Not solely, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Of course, not. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, I have another question. 

The Caairman. Oh, pardon me. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Captain, when are you going to come in here and 
ask for authorization and an appropriation to provide the facilities 
to support the nuclear-type carrier that will be in being within, say, 
4or5 years? 

Captain Aites, This will help take care of that. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. This will help. 

Captain Aims. And the drydock at Bremerton and the future ones 
at Boston and San Francisco are being planned so they will take care 
of that, too. They are planning that now. 

The Cuamman. Now, may | clear this up? This has no particular 
relation to the nuclear ship carrier or the Forrestal. These are facili- 
ties that you think you need to do an efficient job in the New York 
Shipyard, isn’t it ? 

Captain Arms. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. And if these two ships were not in existence, you 
would be asking for this same authorization for these utilities to take 
care of the other types of ship, wouldn’t you‘ 

Captain Ares. Absolutely, sir. 

The Cuairman. Of course. If they are in existence, it will aid to 
take care of any new ships that are brought in. But it has no bearing 
whatsoever on the Forrestal type of carrier alone. 

Captain Airs. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooxs. How are these facilities going to be affected by nuclear 
conditions now? You bring that in all the time. Tell us a little bit 
about that. 

Captain Artes. What we are proposing to put in will take care of 
any nuclear carrier we build. 

Mr. Brooks. What do you have to put in especially to take of it in 
this appropriation ? 

Captain Arxs. There is nothing special. 

a Brooks. Is there anything at all ¢ 

Captain Aies. There is nothing especially for that, except the 
equipment to handle the electrical load and the salt and fresh water 
and compressed-air systems, sir—steam. 
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Mr. Brooks, Isn’t that substantially what you had anyway ? 

C aptain Aires. We'll have to add that anyway. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s get at it this way: You have been operating 
efficiently up there without these different utilities. 

C aptain Aies. No, sir, we haven't. 

ee HAIRMAN. What! 

Captain Attges. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. How come you are so slow coming down here and 
asking for facilities that would enable efficient operation of the New 
York “yard ? 

Captain Aites. This has been forcibly brought to our attention—— 

The CuairMan. What? 

Captain Aites. It has been forcibly brought to our attention by the 
modernization of the old carriers and the construction of the new one. 

The Cuairman. Then you just found out about it ? 

Captain Ares. Well, we have known about it for quite a while, but 
this is the first time we have been able to get it in here. 

The Cuamman. How high does it stand on your priority list? 

Captain Arxes. This is right at the top this year, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Does it stand as high as Bremerton? Of course it 
doesn’t. 

Captain Ares. No, sir; I don’t think so. 

The CuairMan. Does it stand as high as Annapolis ? 

Captain Arxs. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Youexpect to get the money for this ¢ 

Captain Aitzes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barres. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. All right, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Captain, I don’t want to appear provincial, but I am 
somewhat confused as to the capability of the Boston Shipyard. If I 
understood the answer to Mr. Van Zandt’s question, it was that Boston 
cone handle the Forrestal class today ¢ 

Captain Aixes. I was speaking of that from a power standpoint 
only, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Just what is the capability of the Boston yard today in 
respect to the /orrestal-type carriers ¢ 

Captain Artes. We do not have that with us, but I can have that 
inserted in the record, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I wonder if you could give it to me in brief? 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

(Nore: The information requested by Mr. Bates was furnished to 
him later. ) 

Mr. Bares. Just what you have today and what you anticipate in 
the program which Admiral Hopwood mentioned. 

Captain Artes. Right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, so far as the nuclear discussion which many. of 
us don't know anything about on this committee—aren’t you indoc- 
trinating various teams from many of the shipyards on how to do 
repair work on nuclear ships, notably submarines ? 

Admiral Pyne. We are going it progressively, sir, as we need to 
develop those yards for that purpose. 

Mr. Rivers. Because I understand at Bremerton, Wash., it is one 
of the yards which trains these people. Bremerton is one of our 
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outstanding yards which are training teams from various other yards ; 
is that correct ? 

Admiral Pyne. No,sir. Bremerton is not training other 

Mr. Rivers. Now wait. 

Admiral Pyne. They haven’t been trained themselves, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Some yard on the west coast certainly trained the team 
from Charleston ¢ 

Admiral Pyne. Mare Island, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mare Island ¢ 

Admiral Pyne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, it was Mare Island instead of Bremerton. So you 
are training teams from various yards on how to handle construction ¢ 

Admiral Pyne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. On nuclear-powered ships ? 

Admiral Pyne. Construction and repair, too, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Construction and repair. 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Bates, have you the answer to your question ? 

Mr. Bares. No, sir. He is going to supply me with a brief on that. 

The Cramman. All right, without objection the item is approved. 

Now the next item is David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Md. 

Captain Arzgs. This is on page 7 and page 8. 

The next project is at the David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, 
about 6 miles northwest of the District line. 

The CHarrMan, Yes. 

Captain Ames. This is for improvement to the steam plant at 
$115,000. It will provide a 100,000-gallon fuel-oil tank for a 15-day 
supply of fuel oil, plus additional feed water heating and treatment 
equipment. 

The Carman. Let there be order, please. 

Go ahead, Captain. 

Captain Ares. And controls to permit semiautomatic control of the 
existing five boilers. This improvement is necessary for servicing 
three additional buildings recently authorized whose construction is 
expected to be completed in 1958. 

The CHatrman. Now let me get this in my mind. Last year what 
did we do down at David Taylor Model Basin? What was the au- 
thorization? Ever since we have established it this item appears in 
the bill. I thought we were through with it long years ago? 

Captain Aes. We had nothing i in last year’s bill, Mr. Chairman. 
But the year before we had $12 million. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Captain Ags, For a rotating arm and maneuvering basin, a com- 
puter building, and a 36-inch water tunnel—the latter for $1, 994 000. 
The Cuamrman. How much of that $12 million have you spent? 

Captain A1rzs. $14,302,000 is the total. 

Admiral Mzapr. It is all under construction. 

Captain Aires. It is all under construction and expected to be com- 
pleted in 1958, sir. 

The Cuairman. Of course, this is a very important model basin. 
This is for 100,000 gallon steel crude oil storage tank—is that the 
main thing? 

Captain Aizs. Yes, sir. Unless we got this, we would have to have 
oil delivered every 4 days over a very, very bad road. We would an- 
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ticipate in the winter that possibly we couldn’t get oil delivered, and 
we would have to shut down this plant for a while. This will provide 
us with a 15-day supply of oil, to permit, we think, an orderly opera- 
tion of the installation, sir. 

The Cuarrman. This is for the tank? 

Admiral Pyne. 100,000-gallon oil tank. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Admiral Pyne. Fuel oil for the boiler, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Exactly. Nota pipeline? 

Admiral Pyne. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Calif. Facilities for 
remedying effects of ground subsidence,, $4,669,000. 

Captain Arres. Pages 11 and 12. 

Last year the first increment was authorized for subsidence reme- 
dial measures at the Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Calif., at an esti- 
mated cost of $5,724,000. This year we request authorization in the 
second increment for $4,660,000. 

As we informed you last year, the removal of oil from Wilmington 
oilfield has resulted in subsidence of the ground in and around the 
naval shipyard. It is expected that the ultimate subsidence will be 
reached by 1970. 

The Cuarrman. 19 what? 

Mr. Kirpay. 70. 

Captain Ares. 1970. This project will permit construction of a 
quay wall on the seaward side of the shipyard, to protect the ship- 
yard and adjacent property from flooding. 

or CHAIRMAN. You say it will be 1970 before the subsidence will 
cease { 

Captain Armxs. That is the present estimate, sir. 

The CHarrman. They why are we wise in doing anything until it 
is all over? 

Captain Armes. We are just trying to keep ahead of it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Aires. We are just trying to keep ahead of it, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, we may not be keeping ahead of it, because 
we may have to do all the work over again. Now, here it is, it is so 
uncertain as to how much more the land is going to sink and how it 
is going to affect these things. Yet, you are repairing as you go along, 
and you say it will be 1970 before we draw out all the oil. Isn’t that 
what you are going to do? 

Captain Armes. We are just trying to meet it piecemeal. Each 
piece, though, is contributing to the 1970 goal. 

The Carman. Admiral, it is just like a man who is reaching 
the decision that his house is going to fall down unless he repairs it. 
He repairs it but he doesn’t correct the main cause of the falling down. 

Captain Aizs. There are steps being taken to correct that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, all right 

Captain Aires. Now 

The CHarrman, Are you pumping any water back in the ground? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir, they are now putting in 40,000 barrels a 
day, and it is expected that that will be increased. I have had several 
communications from Long Beach. They are making very strenuous 

















1718 


efforts to have that increased. We have hopes that they will get ahead 
of it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much subsidence has occurred? How many 
feet ? 

Captain Ames. Up until right now 

Admiral Honsrngrr. The head of the dock is down about 16 feet, 
sir. 

Captain Airs. 16. 

The Cuarrman. The head of the dock 

Admiral Honsrncer. The head of the dock. 

The CHarrmMAn. Down 16 feet? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Honsrneer. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Pynr. At the epicenter of the subsidence, which is at the 
peep et: it is about 22 feet. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question at this point ? 

Mr. Norsiap. Did you say about 22 feet ? 

Admiral Pynx. The powerplant—Southern California Edison, 
which is about half a mile from the yard, I guess—the subsidence now 
is 22 feet, sir. That is the epicenter of the subsidence. 

Mr. Norsiap. How long a period of time has this been going on? 

Admiral Pyne. Since about 1940, sir, I think. 

Mr. Norsiap. Since 1940 it has been going on ? 

Admiral Pyne. Or perhaps the late thirties, I think, when we 
first discovered it. 

The Cuarrman. Don’t you think it is wise to see what is going to 
happen before we continue to pour money in there trying to make 
the repairs / 

Mr. Bares. A foot a year. 

The Cuarrman. A foot a yea 

Mr. Norstap. The pow ri ry you speak of is a private powerplant, 
isn’t it? 

Admiral Pyne. Yes. 

The CHarrman. I am just talking about the drydock. Just think 
about it—at the mouth of the drydock where the ship goes in, the 
drydock is 17 feet lower than the water, is that it? 

Admiral Honstneer. It is not 17 feet lower than the water. It is 
about 16 feet lower than where it was placed 15 years ago. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Admiral Honsrncer. At which time, of course, its sides were 7 or 
8 feet above the water. 

The Carman. Now do you think it is wise to continue to make 
these repairs, until the subsidence all ceases, or else it might be possi- 
ble it never will, and therefore we will have to abandon the yard. 

Admiral Mrap. Mr. Chairman, may I add something here? 

The CHamman. Yes. 

Admiral Mzapr. This project has been incremented for planning 
purposes into three increments, one of which has been authorized. 
This is the second increment for the central section of the yard. The 
drydock is being protected by the present construction. Now, this 
particular center section it is estimated will begin to be subject to ac- 
tual flooding within 2 years. So we should start now to protect that 
section. 
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The reason we go to the 1970 figure is that while we are protecting 
against the flooding which will occur in the next several years, it 
makes good sense to us as an engineering proposition to make the pro- 
tection high enough to be sufficient for the present estimated maximum 
subsidence in that section. 

The Cuarrman, All right. Now, to stop the subsidence, how much 
more money do you figure you have to ask for ? 

Admiral Mrapr. We presently estimate about $6 million—approxi- 
mately $5 million of that order, sir. 

The Cuarrman. $5 million more? 

Admiral Mrape. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. It was $12 million last year. 

Captain Aries. No; $5.7 million last year, sir. 

The Cuatrman. $5 million. 

Captain Arms. $4.6 million this year. 

The Cuarrman. $4million. And then $5 mililon more ? 

Admiral Mrape. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. About $15 million ? 

Admiral Mrapr. Yes, sir; of that order. 

The Cuarmman. And then you have no assurance at all as to whether 
the subsidence is going to cease and you will never be able to use it? 

Admiral Merape. It is true that we have no assurance, sir; but 
we have utilized the best engineering opinion available to us, which 
we believe should be relied upon. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Dove. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrrman. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Doyir. Captain, I was familiar with the commencement of the 
subsidence there, and I think I am a little bit still familiar with it. 
Isnt’ it a fact that within the last few years the city of Long Beach 
officially is spending matters of millions of dollars in connection with 

the Navy, in cooperation with the Navy, on this problem ? 

Admiral Meape. Yes, sir. 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Doyie. And isn’t it a fact, from the best engineering advice 
that you can obtain from the Navy, as well as from civilian engineers, 
that the rate of subsidence is gradually lessening ? 

Admiral Meane. Yes, sir. 

Captain Artes. That is right. 

Mr. Doyte. So that on that basis your best engineering advice within 
your own Department and the civilian engineers is that it is estimated 
now it will reasonably terminate and cease subsiding by 1970, if not 
before / 

Captain Armes. That is correct, Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Doyie. And isnt’ it a fact—I will withdraw that. That is all. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Captain, how high is the quay wall now around the 
drydock ¢ 

Captain Artes. Well, we just have 6-inch freeboard now. The water 
is up within 6 inches of the top of it. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Six inches. Now, how much are you going to add 
in the way of inches ? 
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Captain Ares. About 12 feet more, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. About 12 feet more ? 

Captain Ars. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Now, what concerns me—the last time I was at 
the yard I was concerned about the carriers using that drydock. Is 
it not true that sooner or later you are going to outlaw that dock, as 
far as carrier use is concerned, because of the quay wall ? 

Captain Arnezs. No, sir. Actually, we are getting deeper water all 
the time by ek 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Yes; but I am thinking of the overhanging deck ; 
that when you move in there and your ship is going down your wall 
is going up? 

Captain Amrs. We could block it up, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Youcan? 

Admiral Honstncer. The bottom of the dock was filled in a couple 
of years ago. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. So you are filling in the bottom of the dock in 
order to keep the water level, so that the ship using that dock will 
still be above the quay wall ? 

Admiral Honstncrr. That was done 2 years ago. [Laughter.] 

The Cuamman. Well, I do think this. Now, of course—this is a 
very serious proposition. We may be putting money—I am not 
going to use the old expression, but we may be putting it in land 
where subsidence is occuring so rapidly that it may be wasted. I 
don’t know whether we are or not. But it looks like to me we had 
better look into it very closely to see whether or not we are warranted 
in continuing this, because you may spend your $15 million and then 
can’t use it. And we have $62 million already on this 

Captain Amegs. Replacement value would be well over $100 mil- 
lion, sir. 

The Cuarmman. What. 

Captain Airs. The replacement value of the facility at Long 
Beach would be well over $100 million, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. But there are other things that you could 
use it for outside of a drydock. The main purpose is for drydock, 
isn’t it ? 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. That is the main trouble? 

Admiral Honstneer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The dock facilities are in pretty good shape? 

Admiral Hontstneer. Yes, sir; they are. The amount of money 
spent there is large, absolutely, but it 1s relatively small compared to 
the value of the facilities, and recognizing the tremendous importance 
of that Long Beach area 

The CHamman. When did we establish this plant? In 19—— 

Admiral Honstnerr. 1941, sir. 

Captain Armes. 1943. 

The Cuarrman. 1943; yes. I remember Long Beach. 

Mr. Bates, do you have any questions you want to ask ? 

Mr. Bares. Captain, has the newly discovered oilfield offshore 
been taken into consideration when they calculate the 1970 date? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. The impact of that? 

Captain Armes. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Barres. Now how do they come to the conclusion that 1970 is 
the date? Do they intend to remove less oil in the interim period ? 
Just what is the answer to it? 

Captain Ares. Admiral Meade, could you answer that from the 
engineering standpoint ? 

Admiral Meapr. There has been a good deal of observation re- 
corded through the last 10 years or so, and the rate has been watched. 
The rate has been declining. It is just an engineering judgment 
factor that has been read into the ultimate subsidence opinion. 

Mr. Bares. You mean it has merely been based upon the amount 
that it has sunk each year ? 

Admiral Mraper. Plus other studies, engineering studies, as to the 
existing material and the effect of the oil production. 

Mr. Bares. I see. 

Mr. Chairman. 

Have you examined the possibility of the bottom dropping out of 
a good deal of this? 

Admiral Mrapr. It doesn’t seem to be a question exactly of an actual 
space, such as a cave or a subterranean opening. The subsidence con- 
sists of the compaction of existing materials from which fluids have 
been withdrawn. 

Mr. Bares. The fluids are withdrawn and it leaves a hole? 

Admiral Mrapr. No, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Sands. 

Mr. Bares. It must. 

Admiral Mrapr. The same amount of sand or rock or other material 
is compressed into a thinner section, but there is no such thing as an 
actual airspace that would occur that could fall in suddenly. 

Mr. Bates. I hope that is the situation. But if you merely are 
going by statistics of how much it has been subsiding each year—I 
don’t think that would be much of a criterion. 

The Cuatrman. We have 263 acres right there; is that correct? 

Captain Arzs. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And the land cost $9,836,298; is that correct? 

Mr. Doytx. No. Mr. Chairman, may I 

Captain Ares. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Dorie. I think the land was given. 

The Cuarrman. I am just reading his book here. 

Mr. Doyte. I think the land was donated. 

The CuarrmMan. Wait a minute, Mr. Doyle. 

Is that the value of the land; or did it cost that much? You have 
here land cost. 

Now, another question I want to know. Did the Government have 
any offset oil wells to get any of the oil that came out from under the 
263 acres? 

Admiral Honstncer. No, sir; the Government has no wells. 

The Cuarrman. The Government has no wells—no offset wells. 
All the oil under these 263 acres have been pumped out or is being 
pumped out now, isn’t it? 

Admiral Mrapve. The Government has no mineral rights—— 

The CuAatrman. What? 

Admiral Mranr. The United States Government does not have the 
mineral rights under this land, sir. 











The Cuamman. We never had the mineral rights there? 

Admiral Mrane. No, sir. 

Mr. Doyix. May I have the record speak clearly? I am in error, 

‘but my recollection is that the land was donated to the Government; 
isn’t that correct ? 

Admiral Mrape. That is my recollection, too. 

Captain Arxrs. We will have to check the record on that, Mr. Doyle, 
and put an entry in there. 

Mr. Doytz. Please do that. 

Captain Arms. Our records show we spent $9,800,000, but we will 
check them again, sir, and make an entry accordingly. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

The majority of the land for the shipyard proper was donated by the city 
of Long Beach. The construction of the mole produced an additional 104 acres 
of land which cost approximately $8 million. The remaining $1 million indicated 
for land costs was for the purchase of the outstanding private interests in the 
area when the naval facility was established. 

The CHairman. Mr. Norblad. 

Mr. Norexap. Tell me about the subsidence so far as your buildings 
are concerned. Is it gradual or do your pipes crack and your walls 
crack, and the likes of that? Are your buildings damaged ? 

Admiral Honstncer. Maybe I can speak to that, sir. There is some 
slight damage to the building. Occasionally pipes do break. 

Mr. Norsiap. Flooring 

Admiral Honstnaer. That has been relatively minor, however. 

Mr. Norsxap. Well, I think the whole thing ought to be moved up 
to the Pacific Northwest, myself. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman 

Admiral Honstnerr. May I correct the impression Mr. Bates may 
have that our studies are statistical, primarily? Over the past 10 

ears there have been 4 independent engineering studies that I 
nee of that have been made as to the cause of subsidence and the 
correction and the expected end of the subsidence period in 1970. 
They all are in fairly general agreement. But what we know about 
it is the result of a very intensive engineering study on the part of 
at least four independent people. 

Mr. Kiurpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kiupay. Of course, this being an oilfield, they have available 
all of the cores as to the strata, formation, and what not? 

Admiral Mrapg. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. And with the use of present-day geophysical equip- 
ment, they have practically a photograph of what is there? 

Admiral Mrape. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. But the situation is not such as you would have when 
the coal has been removed from a coal mine, where you have the space 
that is likely to cave in. The oil gradually comes out of the sands. 
Thesands remain. The liquid having been removed, there is a congeal- 
ing of the sand; isn’t that it ? 

Admiral Mrape. That is correct ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. I should think you could get a pretty accurate engineer- 
ing estimate on what the situation will be. 

Admiral Honstnaer. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kiuwpay. How much oil is there and how long will it take? It is 
1970 before they expect to have it all out; is that the situation ? 

Admiral Honsrncer. That is the situation. 

Mr. Kitpay. That the pool will be exhausted ¢ 

Admiral Honstncer. That the field will be virtually finished, as far 
as their pumping at that time goes. 

The CuarrMan. Are you doing anything by trying to pump water 
back into the fields that are being exhausted ? 

Admiral Honstnaer. Yes, sir, that is being done by the community, 
the State—the local community, the city of Long Beach. 

The Cuarrman. Well, how about under the 263 acres of Navy land? 
Anybody pumping any water out there, or just drawing for oil? 

Kamirel Honsincer. If they put it down, they have to put it down 
every lace or it doesn’t work, sir. It is the requirement to get all the 
well oilers to cooperate that requires the action on the part of the State 
and the city. 

The Cuarrman. You think $15 million will be all that you will 
ever ask us for? If it costs more than that, then you are ready to 
throw in the sponge ¢ 

Captain Arms. That is our present estimate. 

The CuatrMan. That is right, exactly. Let’s go along with them to 
the tune of $15 million to accomplish it. 

Mr. Norsiap. Mr. Van Zandt has a suggestion, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrrMan. Because we have $62 million involved in it. If we 
can’t save it, why, then we will have to abandon it. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Mr. Chairman, this is a very acute question, and 
it has been before us annually now for several years. I don’t think 
that we can look into the future and see what the ultimate cost is 
actually going to be. But I wonder if it wouldn’t be smart for this 
committee to set up a subcommittee to really go into this matter and 
find out where we are going and how much it is going to cost the 
taxpayers ? 

The CuarrMan. Well, off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

We will follow that other suggestion of Mr. Van Zandt. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Conn. Waterfront facilities, 
$2,966,000. 

That is on page 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 13. 

The Cuairman. Page 13. Now, you have to build some piers there ? 

Captain Arrs. Yes, sir. This project is for the support of the 
nuclear-powered submarine at the Naval Submarine Base, New Lon- 
don. It includes two line items. One is for replacement of a deterio- 
rated timber pier, at an estimated cost of $550,000. The second is for 
dredging the channel of the Thames River for approximately 2 miles, 
30 feet deep and 300 feet wide, at a cost of $2,416,000. The present 
channel is about 19 feet deep. The nuclear powered—— 

The Cuarrman. How much does dredging cost ? 

Captain Atmzs. $2,416,000. 

The Cuarrman. And how much do the piers cost ? 

Captain Ares. $550,000. 
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The Cuarmman. Why can’t you get rid or leave off the piers this 
year, because you have been getting along pretty well without these 
piers. They are not so urgent right now? 

Captain Amzs. Well, the present piers are not adequate, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, well, I know. They have been meeting the 
demand of World War I, World War II, and Korea. Of course, they 
may not be adequate for any provisionary use of it. But it meets all 
requirements pretty well now, doesn’t it 4 

Captain Aries. No, sir; it is not. 

The Cuatrman. Then you are not making a good record, then. 

Captain Aites. We are having to borrow pier space from Electric 
Boat Co. up the river. 

The Crarrman. What? 

Captain Anes. We are having to borrow pier space for mooring 
these submarines. 

The Cuarrman. You borrow it. You don’t pay the Electric Boat 
Co. for the use of it ? 

Captain Ares. Yes; but they need it for other submarines they are 
building. 

The Cuarrman. The Electric Boat Co. is one of the big builders for 
the Navy, and they will be glad to continue to loan you that. 
{ Laughter. | 

I wasn’t impressed with the pier when I examined it. I was im- 
pressed with your dredging. You have to have water. But it looks 
like to me, in the interest of trying to keep the budget balanced and 
keep the country running, at least live on what you have up there, 
when you have a good neighbor like the Electric Boat Co. that you 
can borrow the piers from. 

Captain Ames. They need them for other submarines they are 
building. 

The Carman. Of course, they haven’t enough submarines to take 
care of al] their piers. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt at this point? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And point out—is it not true that the submarines 
under construction means that within a matter of months we will 
begin receiving about three a year, nuclear-type submarines? 

Captain Arms. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And these submarines have to use the Electric 
Boat docks, the moment they are launched for outfitting, and so on? 

Captain Arzs. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Therefore, the use of those docks will be denied to 
the Navy? 

Captain Artes. They are already asking for them, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. That is right. We were up there a few weeks ago 
and it was explained to us. 

Captain Airs. We need these piers at the submarine base in order 
to take these submarines off the hands of these people, Electric Boat 
Co., who want to operate them. 

The Cuarrman. Don’t you know the Electric Boat Co. have enough 
piers to take care of all their contracts? If not, why do you give them 
so many contracts ? 

Captain Amxs. They just plan to build them, outfit them, and turn 
them over to us, sir. 
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The Cuairman. Well, how high does this stand on your priority ? 

Captain Arzs. This is well up to the top, sir. 

‘The Cuarrman. What do you mean “well up to the top”? 

Captain Airs. I would say in the first 50 of our 330 eee 

The Cramman. All right. Mark that down, Mr. Kelleher. That 
does in the first 50. We are going to see how quick the budget gives 
them the money for it. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask him a question. 

The CuatrrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Why do we need a deeper channel for nuclear sub- 
marines ¢ 

Captain Ares. The nuclear submarines draw 28 feet of water. 
Our prior World War II submarines drew 17 feet of water. You have 
to have a deeper channel and you have to have deeper water along the 
vier. We can’t dredge alongside the old timber piers because if we 
did, we would be down below the foot of the piling and the piers would 
just coll: apse. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next item—— 

Mr. Van Zanor. Mr. Chairman, just for the benefit of the record, 
is it not true, Captain, that these nuclear-powered submarines, even 
though they are completed and turned over to the Navy, have to come 
back and use the Electric Boat docks for refueling? 

Captain Artes. That is correct. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is, inserting or installing in the submarine 
ne : fuel elements for the reactors? 

Captain Arties. That is correct. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. And at the New London facility, your docks there 
are not equipped to carry out that job? 

Captain Ares. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. The next item is the-—— 

Mr. Norsiap. Let me ask a question, if I may, Mr. Chairman. 

How often do you refuel these submarines? As I understand it, the 
Nautilus went “X” number of years without being refueled ? 

The Cramman. I wouldn’t ask that question. 

Mr. Norsiap. I think that has been in the press. Just read it in 
me newspaper and you will see it. 

Captain Aires. Not very often. They refueled the Nautilus once. 

The Cramman. All right. The next item is Navy Shipyard, Nor- 
folk, Va. Utilities, $2,998,000. Now that is on page 16. 

Captain Artes. And 17. 

The Crarrman. And page 17. Wait 1 minute now. It is page 16 
and 17 of the book. Now give us what this is for. You will find that 
on page 17. 

Captain Artes. The project is at the N ‘orfolk Navi ul Shipyard, for 
the first increment of the utilities expansion in the amount of 
$2,998,000. 

The Cuarrman. Yes? 

Captain Atres. It has the same purpose as the previously discussed 
project at the Brooklyn Naval Shipyard. It is to improve the elec- 
trical, fresh and salt water, and steam distribution facilities to service 

various types of naval ships, including the Forrestal class carriers and 
other capital ships. At the present, there are no berths at the yard 
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capable of providing all necessary utilities to these ships. The exist- 
ing utilities were constructed during World War I and II to meet the 
utilities demand of ships of those days. They are grossly deficient. 

The Cuarman. Then to sum it up, it is merely for the purpose of 
improving the present facilities on certain ways so you can discharge 
your obligations in an economic and efficient manner, and bring about 
an economy by improving your facilities ? 

Captain Ainrs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next item is the Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, N. H. Medical 
facilities, $391,000. 

Captain Arzgs. It is on page 18 and 19, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. Medical facilities. What is that, a hospital? 

Captain Ares. There is an urgent need at the Naval Shipyard, 
Portsmouth, N. H., to provide adequate, modern dispensary facilities. 
The project proposed is for conversion of an existing 3-story building 
to the dispensary at a cost of $391,000. The converted building will 

rovide the approximately 23,300 square feet of space needed to ef- 
ectively and efficiently render the medical and dental service needed 
by the military and civil-service personnel in the yard, and crews of 
vessels docked at the yard. 

The present space of about 11,300 square feet is in 2 buildings 2 
blocks apart. These buildings are spacewise and functionally inade- 
quate, and the plumbing, ventilation, heating, and electrical utilities 
are unsuitable for a dispensary. 

The CHarrman. Now, what type building do you propose to con- 
struct? Permanent buildings or wooden buildings? 

Captain Amrs. Permanent buildings, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What is the— 

Captain Ars. It is an alteration to a present permanent building, 
to put all these facilities in one building, and make them adequate for 
the purpose they are supposed to serve, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have a dispensary there now, haven’t you? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that—that dispensary doesn’t meet your re- 
quirements ? 

i Coptain Ares. No. I wonder if Admiral Pyne would speak to 
that. 

Admiral Pyne. It is too small entirely, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. How large is the dispensary there now ? 

Admiral Pyne. The present space is 11,300 square feet, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How large is this to be? 

Admiral Pyne. In two buildings, and this will be 23,300, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Then it is just about double the capacity? 

Admiral Pyne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. What is your complement of personnel ? 

Admiral Pyne. Well, the shipyard employs about 7,000 people, sir. 
And then, of course, there are the ships that are in there, too; and the 
dependents of the military personnel. 

The Cuatrman. Then this is for better facilities for the medical 
and dental dispensary ¢ 

Admiral Pyne. That is correct, sir. 

The CuHamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is the fleet base facilities. Now let’s see. Wait a 
minute. Now that is the shipyard facilities. 
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Now the next is the fleet base facilities. Naval station, Key West, 
Fla. Housing, $1,326,000. Why can’t we house folks down there in 
the future like we are doing there now? 

Captain Artes. The second class of projects in the bill is for fleet 
base facilities. There are four projects. 

(The statement on fleet base facilities is as follows: ) 


Pusttc WorkKs CONSTRUCTION Program, Fiscat Year 1958 
FLEET FACILITIES 


Fleet facilities are sponsored by the Deputy Chief of Naval Operations (Logis- 
tics). These facilities are located at naval activities not under the management 
control of a technical bureau or office. 

In the fiscal year 1958 program, authorizations are being requested for 13 
urgent items at an estimated cost of $22.9 million. 

These items are being sponsored to provide for the following : 

(a) Correction of certain deficiencies in a fleet support of an urgent nature. 

(b) Minimum increments in the orderly replacement of deteriorated tempo- 
rary facilities. 

The items in this program will be discussed under three categories. The first 
category consists of military improvements necessary to meet current operational 
requirements: Four items for a total of $10.5 million. Three of these items 
are at continental naval stations and bases and one item at an overseas naval 
base. Justification for these items stems from a requirement to correct defi- 
ciencies in the capacity of shore activities to support their planned current 
mission, workload, or base loading. Two of the larger and more urgent of 
these items are the second increment of the base modernization including a new 
pier at the naval base, Norfolk, Va., for $7.8 million, and pier utilities at the 
naval station, Newport, R. I., for $1.8 million. 

The second category consists of 2 military improvement items contributing 
to the safety of life, for a total of $1.7 million. The intent is to reduce hazards 
to life and loss of time, i. e., to reduce indirect charges to the operating budget. 


These items replace inadequate sewage facilities at the naval station, Guan- 
tanamo Bay, Cuba, and make electric substation improvements at the naval 
station, San Juan, P. R. 


The third category consists of 7 military improvement items to promote 
human efficiency and habitability for a total of $10.7 million. Provision is made 


in this category for urgently needed family housing, barracks, bachelor officers 
quarters, dependent medical facility, recreational facilities, and one other item 
of a community support nature. These line items provide the following at the 
naval station, Adak, Alaska: Family housing (81 units) for $3.7 million, 
recreation building extension for $0.8 million, and a station hospital extension 
(dependents wing) for $0.2 million. The second increment of the powerplant 
and electrical system is provided at the naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 
for $3.2 million. The remaining three items are at continental activities as 
follews: Barracks for 756 men at the naval station, Key West, for $1.3 million; 
bachelor officers quarters (150 officers) for $0.9 million and an enlisted men’s 


service club for $0.6 million at the naval station, Newport. 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute now. Let me get this. 

Key West, Long Beach, and Newport. All right, go ahead. 

Captain Ares. This is for the construction of the first increment of 
barracks at the naval station, Key West, at $1,326,000. 

The existing barracks are substandard, temporary wood structure, 
built during World War II, having a normal capacity of 1,400 berth- 
ing spaces. However, 2,268 enlisted men are berthed in these bar- 
racks, which, on this basis, provide only 46 square feet of living space 
per man; about 40 percent less than standard, that is. 

This project will relieve this condition to a large extent. It will be 
for three 252-men barracks builders, for a total of 756 berthing spaces. 

The Cuarrman. Now let me get thisin my mind. When we had up 
the Army bill, we knew that we had a program of replacement of 
World War II barracks with new structures. And we have been on 
that program for 2 or 3 years. So we made available at certain places 
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money for permanent construction. Now are you doing the same 
. S 


thing? 
Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 


The Cuarrmman. How long will it take you to finish your program, 
how many years, and what is the total cost of the program? You 
haven’t figured it out, have you ? 

Captain Ares. We have estimated up to $2 billion. 

The Cuarrman. How much? 

Captain Armes. $2 billion. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I think you better figure again. [Laughter. | 

Captain Arres. I think what we can narrow it down to- 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. 

Captain Ares. About a half billion over a 10-year period, sir. 

The Cuarman. Now how much in this billion is for housing? 
You have it in your statement. Find your statement there. 

Captain Ares. $60.9 million for personnel support facilities. 

The CHatrman. Well, now, personnel support facilities means 
housing. 

Captain Artes. Of various sorts, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Ares. It includes barracks and bachelor officers quarters, 
although there is other housing among our operational facilities. 

The CuarrMan. Well, operational facilities wouldn’t be tied in with 
this. 

Mr. Ketrever. Title II has in it about $20 million for barracks 
spaces, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. About $20 million. 

Mr. Keiiener. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Then if you are going to take $1 billion, it will take 
you a great many years, then, on spe nding it out, at about $20 million 
a year. 

Now what is the condition of these houses and when were they con- 
structed and what type houses you propose to put there 

Captain Armrs. They were built during World War II. They are 
temporary w ooden barracks, in a very advanced state of deterioration. 
We picked out the worst in all of our naval establishments to include 
in this bill. 

The Cuarman. What naval activity is carried on at Key West? 

Captain Attes. This is one of our main fleet-training bases, where 
we train all of our people in sound operation, that is antisubmarine 
warfare, and related activity. 

The Cuarmman. You will not have to buy any land to put these 
houses on, will you? 

Captain Arrs. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now let me see how large a place—at Key West 
you have 1,505 acres. 

Captain Armes. We have 1,505 acres there now, sir. 

The Crarrman. This is the only thing you need down there—hous- 
ing, communications facilities, and utilities. What do you pears 
communications facilities and utilities in connection with housing, « 
is that all separate? That is all separate, isn’t it? 

Captain Ares. The utilities for these barracks are included in this 
figure, sir. 

Mr. Keitiener. Only barracks here, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuatrman, This is just barracks. 

Captain Aires. Just barracks. 

The Carman. Now, are you governed—what standard do you 
use, in constructing ? 

Captain Ares. The standards that are set by the Secretary of De- 
fense apply to all the services. 

The Cnarrman. Is any similarity, cost per square foot, between the 
services? How much does it cost per square foot ? 

Captain Ares. These are $1,416 per man, in these barracks. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, is that comparable to what the 
Army and the Air Force asked for ? 

Captain Ames. They are supposed to be comparable. I do not know 
what their figures are. These are within the limitation set by the 

Secretary of Defense, yes, sir. 

The Carman. All right, without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I am trying to understand the figures that you have on 
the installation. A lot of your personnel down ‘there are shown in the 
supported column. What does that mean? 

Captain Artes. It would be for submarines or antisubmarine vessels 
that are in there, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. In other words, the major housing requirement that 
you have at Key West is for the personnel that are assigned to sub- 
marines operating out of there—but this is for their housing when they 
are ashore, is that the idea ¢ 

Captain Aties. In addition to those people, we have others down 
there at school who will be included. They are the students there. 

Mr. Harpy. Now look at the figures on the numbers that. you have 
in school, the number of students, “together with the enlisted men that 
are assigned down there. You are building enough barracks in this 
request to accommodate practically all of those. 

Captain Ares. ‘Fhe students; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. On that same sheet you show an inventory of 1,400 
spaces. What does that mean? You must be housing those people 
somewhere now. 

Captain Ares. Some of those are 
adequate housing, sir, these old barracks. 

The Cuatrman. Without—— 

Mr. Harpy. Well, wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. How many people 
are you actually housing in barracks down there / 

Captain Atnes. 2,268 is the number required. We have 1,400 there 
how. 

Mr. Harpy. Wait a minute. You are housing 
_ in barracks ¢ 

Captain Artes. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is not the way it looks to me. What I see here— 
the book says that is what you need in addition to what you have. 

Captain Artes. That is the capacity, The normal capacity of the 
barracks we have there is 1,400. We are housing 2,268 in them. 

Mr. Harpy. Then, I don’t understand the figures as you have them 
presented. You say your inventory is 1,400. 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. Additional capacity required of 2,268. Is that in addi- 
tion to the 1,400? 

Captain Ares. No, sir. That is the total we require—1,400 existing, | 
and it is all inadequate. 

Mr. Harpy. You have only 1,400 total barracks space down there? : 

Captain Arzs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And you are actually housing 2,268 men ? | 

Captain AILgs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I am glad you explained it, because that is not the 
way it reads, as I read it. Maybe I just don’t understand how to 
read. : 

The CuairMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. LanxkForp. Captain, I notice here that these barracks are of 
— design and I looked back through the book at several other 
things that are of special design. Does the Navy not have a standard 
design for barracks, BOQ’s, and so forth ? 

Captain Aixes. Yes, sir, but we adapt the standard to the locality 
insofar as we can. At Key West, which is an extremely hot climate, 
we make certain changes to the standard design to fit that locale, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. But you do use a basic design for your BOQ’s ? 

Captain Aizgs. Insofar as possible ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. And your barracks. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 





The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 
The next item is “Naval station, Long Beach, Calif.—waterfront 
facilities,” $544,000. : 


Now, what is that for ? 

Captain Aires. This project is to provide the first increment of 
mooring facilities, at an estimated cost of $544,000. Existing berth- 
ing and mooring facilities for the active fleet ship at this station 
consists of the 700-foot net pier, the pipeline pier, limited to crafts 
smaller than destroyers; 7 bow and stern mooring buoys; and 1 free 
swing buoy. 
. These facilities are inadequate for the 90 active fleet ships present 

aily. 

Pier C and D are now used for berthing 36 reserve fleet destroyers 
and a tender can be made available for active fleet ships by this 
project for provision of mooring dolphins and extending existing 
mooring platform No. 5 for use by the reserve fleet. 

In other words, we are providing other facilities for the reserve 
fleet to use and turning the piers that they are presently using over 
to the active fleet ships. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The explanation is very thorough on page 25. 

The next item is the “Navy station, Newport, R. I.—housing, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities,” $3,312,000. Now that is on page—— 

Captain Atrrs. This is on pages 26, 26a, b, and 27. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now this is bachelor officers’ quarters. 

Captain Artes. This project is at the naval station, Newport, R. I. 
It consists of the following line items: Bachelor officers’ quarters, 
first increment, $913,000; enlisted men’s service club, $583,000; and 
pier utilities. 
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The existing BOQ consists of six converted enlisted men’s bar- 
racks, which are temporary wood structures built in 1942. Its normal 
capacity is 464 spaces, but 600 spaces are required, The officers are 
required to live in crowded, unsuitable space, The first increment 
will relieve this crowding by a provision of a BOQ having 150 spaces 

for officers. 

The enlisted men’s service club will replace a small, inadequate 
temporary facility and augment the meager recreation facilities avail- 
able to the enlisted personnel in this area. It will be conveniently 
located for accessibility to both fleet and shore-based personnel. 

The pier utilities are required to provide steam and fresh water to 
ships berthed at the newly constructed pier No. 1 by increasing the 

capacity and operating pressure of the existing boiler plant and com- 
pleting a fresh water main loop. The lack of these utilities requires 
continued operation of ship’s steam plant when in port, greatly handi- 
capping routine maintenance of such equipment and required use 
of barges for water re plenishme nt. 

This, as you know, Mr. Chairman, is the main home port for our 
Atlantic Fleet destroyers. 

The Carman. Well, why can’t we continue to have the same 
enlisted men’s service club for a short time in the future as we have 
how. 

Captain Aries. Well, the one we had there burned down. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Artes. And rather than replacing the same. 

The CuatrMan. Well, if it burned down, (hen you have authority 
under the money where we set up a lump sum of $10 million. 

Captain Aries. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. You could have built it out of that. 

Captain Artes. But rather than build 

The CuarrmMan. You can rebuild it out of that $10 million we 
set up. 

Captain Ares. Rather than build the same small, inadequate type 
as the one we had before, we preferred to come in and ask for a 
proper enlisted men’s club there. 

The CHatmrmMan. Well, you can build—we gave you $10 million, 
didn’t we, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No specific amount, I believe, last year, just a gen- 
erai aul hority. 

The Cuamman. No specific amount, for any activity like service 
clubs that were burned down, where the money was available to repair 
it. Why didn’t you go there and get the money from that source ¢ 

Captain Armes. We had $4 million funded for that purpose, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. $3 million ? 

Captain Arres. $4 million, sir. 

The CuarrMan, Funded. Well, let’s leave out this item this go 
noe and get your money from the other source. 

Captain Artes. Well, that would just provide—we are not allowed 
to increase the size or capability of the existing facility. 

The CHairman. It was large enough to t: ake care of the personnel 
that was there. 

Captain Artes. No, sir; it was wholly inadequate. 

The Cuatrman. Before it burned down. What? 
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Captain Ares. It was wholly inadequate for the purpose. 

Mr. Kupay. Is there any club there now at all for the enlisted 
personnel ? 

Captain Ames. None at all there now; no, sir. The one they had 
burned down. 

The Cuamman. Then why haven’t you made any effort to afford 
those facilities for the enlisted personnel, when Congress had passed 
the authorization to use—there was a limit of $10 million. 

Mr. Keiiener. No, sir. They funded $4 million last year, but no 
specific limitation was placed in the authorization bill. And the 
captain’s point in not replacing that facility is that they must replace 
a facility very similar if not identical to the one that burned down. 
If it was too small, then the replacement would be too small. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Mr. Ketrener. It would be inefficient for them to replace it. 

The Cuatrman. I understand. His point is he would have to re- 
place what was destroyed. 

Mr. Ketiener. Substantially. 

The Cuarmman. Well, that was pretty good facilities, what was de- 
stroyed. You hadn’t come in here asking for anything to take the 
place of it. You can get these facilities without this authorization. 

Mr. Kixpay. Mr. Chairman, I doubt very much if we should take 
out an enlisted men’s club or recreational facility costing $500,000. 
We have spent millions trying to keep up morale. I doubt if vou can 
afford to. 

Captain Atzes. I think it is extremely important to our personne! 
up there. We have had many expressions of it from commander of 
destroyers, Atlantic. 

The Cuatrman, All right, without objection. 

The next item is naval base, Norfolk, Va. Waterfront facilities, 
$7,808,000. 

What are you going to do down there? 

Captain Ares. This project is at the naval base, Norfolk, Va 
for the pier and base extension, in the amount of $7,808,000. 

The first increment was authorized by Public Law 161 of the 84th 
Congress, Ist session, in an amount of $9,800,000 to provide the first 
pier, dredging, fill, and bulkhead. This second increment will pro- 
vide for construction of the second pier and related utilities, dredging 
and fill. 

Approximately 300 ships of the Atlantic Fleet are based at this 
activity. Existing pier space is sufficient to accommodate properly 
at one time only 62 ships, of the daily average of 96 ships requiring 
pier-side berthing. This deficiency is espec cially critical for deep- 
draft ships suc h as the new carrier. Only pier 7 and the north- 
side of pier 5 are usable for these ships. 

The Cuarman. Well, now, you say that you want to provide 
berthing facilities for at least on a daily average of 96 ships at Nor- 
folk ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you want to have adequate facilities to take 

care of 300 ships of the Atlantic F leet, is that it? 

Captain Ares. That is the total in the Atlantic Fleet. We now 
only have facilities for 62 ships. 
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The Cuatrman. Well, all right. Why do you want to keep them 
all atone port, Norfolk ¢ 

Captain Amxrs. We don’t. 

The Cuamman. What? 

Captain Aizes. We don’t. We only keep a very small part of 
them there. As you will notice, that is less than one-third of the 
Atlantic Fleet. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, I know. 

Captain Atrrs. That is based there. 

The CHatrman. Now you have a very long coastline on the At- 
lantic. You have other places. And yet you want to have facilities 
so you can take care of 96 ships a day. 

Captain Armxs. Yes, sir. When there is a real press on to get 
ships loaded, it is necessary to have 96 ships moored in there at a 
time, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Any authorizations anywhere else in the bill to do 
the same thing at any of the other ports, or is this the only place’ 

Captain Ares. Other than the pier at New London for the sub- 
marines. This is for the larger ships. No, sir. 

The CrHarrman. It was entirely a different proposition. 

Captain Airs. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Captain Ares. For this ship; no sir. 

The Cuarran. This is for supply. 

(Captain Ailes nods. ) 

The Carman. This is mainly for supply purposes. 

Captain Airs. And loading aircraft on these ships. 

The CrHarrman. That is right, this is supply field. 

Captain Ass. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The thought was running through my mind why 
concentrate it all in one port. 

Mr. Harpy. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Armes. We haven’t, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. What? 

Captain Ames. We haven't, sir. 

The CHarrman. You haven't. 

Captain Artes. No, sir. This is just one of our ports. 

The CHatrman. Just one of them. 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

The CHamrmMan. What other port on the Atlantic seaboard corre- 
sponds with the Atlantic Fleet at Norfolk ? 

Captain Artes. Well, the Newport base is for the destroyers. 
Charleston is for the minecraft. New London is for the submarines. 
Mayport, Fla., has quite an assembly of ships assigned there. It is 
scattered pretty well up and down the coast. 

The CuatrmMan. Then you break the fleet down into different cate- 
gories for different port activities ¢ 

Captain Atgs. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. And this is the type of airplane carriers, large 
cr ees battleships, and types of that kind, is that correct ? 

Captain Aires. That is correct. 

The CHairmMAN. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, gentlemen, we will take a recess until tomorrow morning at— 
I think we could just as well get back to 10 o’clock. 
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Mr. Kitpay. That is right. 

The CHarrMaAn. Because it is a hard matter to get them in here 
earlier. So we will take it back to 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 12 noon, the committee adjourned to reconvene at 
10 a. m., May 21, 1957.) 


Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICEs, 
Washington, D.C. Tuesday, May 21, 1957. 

(The committee convened at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman 
of the committee, presiding.) 

The Cuamman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now yesterday when the committee finished we were on page 16 
of the bill, “Aviation facilities.’ 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chase Field, Tex. Operational facili- 
ties, $566,000. 

Now what page in the book is that ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 30, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Page 30. 

Now this is a continuation of the hearing on H. R.7130. Weturn to 
page 3 30 of the book. 

Captain Amers. Mr. Chairman, yesterday while we were discussing 
the subsidence at the Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, we gave you a 
wrong impression of what the total cost of that would be, which I 
would like to correct at this time. 

The Cuarrman. Allright, sir. How much more is it going to cost 
than what you told us yesterday! [Laughter. | 

Captain Atuxs. Indications are that it will cost $15 million more 
before we are finished. 

The CHainman. Now wait 1 minute. 

Let’s turn back, members, to Long Beach, Calif. That is the place 
where we are having considerable trouble with the land. The base is 
sinking on account of them drawing out large quantities of oil in that 
section. 

What page in the book is it? 

Mr. Ketitener. Page 11, Mr. enetemen, 

Captain Ares. It 1s on page 11 and 12, sir 

The Cuatrman. I want to be—all right, go ahead. 

Captain Airs. This will result in a total cost of remedial measures 
to counteract the subsidence of $21.8 million. 

The Cuairman. Now, then, let’s see what—I think this is a very 
serious situation. This land is causing you a considerable amount of 
trouble. Every year we have the same thing . here, to make some 
appropriations to try to correct the situation. I understand some in- 
dustrial activities are already moving out of that area. Is that 
correct ? 

Captain Armxzs. We have learned that the Ford plant there is quite 
seriously considering moving. They may have already decided to 
move. And that the Southern California Edison plant, which is at 
the center of the subsidence, is building a new plant down the coast. 
After they get that completed they intend to leave the plant they are 
presently in. 


| 


NaS Sor ee 


ener 





r 
| 


ame ee 


RT IPT L OAS I 


— 


me eee 


—— 


ELECT 





1735 


The Cramman. Well, if private industry is so disturbed about the 
situation, why shouldn’t we beat to be disturbed about it and go very 
slow about making additional appropriations? Notwithstanding the 
fact that we have a capital investment of $62 million, we might not 
be able to save it. 

Captain Ares. We consider this Yard extremely important, sir. 
We have quite a few ships based in Long Beach. 

The Cuarrman. It is an important yard. But we are up against 
ae that we may not be able to correct. 

Captain Artes. The work we are planning now and the work we 
are asking additional funds for this year is just going to keep us ahead 
of the sinking. We are in a rather tenuous position right now. 

The Ciramman. Well, I think this: If the committee goes along 
with you on this item for the time being, you should make a complete 
study by qualified engineers. Contact “these people who are moving 
out and ascertain the reason why they are abandoning their invest- 
ment and going to another section. See if we are on a wise policy of 
continuing to pour money in trying to preserve what we have there. 

Captain Atres. Yes. 

Mr. Coir. Mr. Chairman, I doubt if we should even wait that long 
by giving them the authorization this year and delay the decision. 
It is my ‘recollection that when the Navy was here last year an item 
of a rather sizable amount was asked for and the assurance was given 
to the committee at that time as far as you can make grants, that that 
authorization would correct the condition. I don’t know who the 
officer was but I remember asking the question explicitly and I was 
given the assurance that with th: at authorization the situation would 
be corrected. 

Mr. Dorie. Mr. Chairman, may I make an observation / 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Dorie. I think probably I am more familiar with that situa- 
tion than any member of this committee. I think Mr. Cole is mis- 

taken as to what the representation was by the military department 
last year in this connection. 

As to the Southern California Edison Co. and the Ford plant, they 
have turned their areas into an oilfield and they are getting many 
millions of dollars more out of oil in those immediate plants than 
they are out of the profits of their own product. I am familiar with 
that, situation. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, I suggest 

Mr. Dore. I would hesitate to have any—I would dislike very 
much to have any unnecessarily hasty action taken on this. 

As the captain has testified, this is a very, very important yard. 
During the war, if my recollection serves me correctly, it stood up 
within the first 3 to 5 shipyards of the whole country on efficiency. 
It is strategically located. I think the record will show as of this 
date that the best expert opinion is that can be had, some of which are 
being paid for, that is most of which are being paid for, by the city 
of Long Beach, shows definitely that the experts § substantially agree 
that the rate of subsidence is dec reasing. It is not increasing, but it is 


decreasing. And we have reason to antic ipate that the whole thing 
will stop by 1960. 
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The Caarrman. I think the best course to pursue for the time being 
is refer back to Long Beach and pass that off for a little further study 
for the time being, to check up what the record said yesterday. 

Without any prejudice, we will pass Long Beach over for the time 
being. Then we will look into it. Because we don’t want to do any- 
thing that is going to interfere with the proper operation of the yard 
if it is possible to operate the yard. But if we are running into some- 
thing that we can’t control, we want to be cautious and know exactly 
what we are doing. So if there is no objection, we will pass over 
that item, without prejudice, for the time being, and mark the bill 
that the Long Beach item is passed over for the time being without 
prejudice, to get the record from last year’s hearing. 

C aptain Amrs. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. Members, we will get back now. 

Captain Aires. Mr. Chairman, I have last year’s hearing and what 
we mentioned last year 

rc CrarrMan. Read it. 

Captain Ares. It was exactly the same as this year, that this was 
the first increment last year and that the subsidence would continue 
until 1970. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I would like to read the record. I will get it 
after the hearing. I will read the record. 

Captain Arms. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Now the first item is “Naval Auxiliary Air Station, 
Chase Field, Tex., operational facilities, $566,000.” 

Captain Ares. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuatrMan. That is on page 30 of your book. Let’s see what 
this is for. 

Captain Aites. Mr. Chairman, this starts our aviation items in the 
bill. Rear Admiral Cooper, Deputy Chief of the Bureau of Aero- 
nautics, is here. He has a brief statement. 

The Cuatrman. All right, Admiral. 

Captain Ams. Then we have three brief presentations which cover 
separate Items of multiple listing in the bill, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Have we copies of his statement? 

Admiral. 

Admiral Coorrr. Sir, I have copies of the statement; yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Mr. Kelleher, please pass the statement around. 

Have you copies of the statement for members of the committee? 
Give the members of the committee copies of his statement. 

Now this is a general statement with reference to the aviation facil- 
ities of the Navy. 

All right, Admiral, you may proceed. 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Ch: airman, it is a distinct privilege and a real 
pleasure to appear before you again this year to present and to dis- 
euss the aviation portion of the Navy’s 1958 military construction au- 
thorization request. The Bureau of Aeronautics portion of the Navy’s 
authorization request totals $207,460,000. Of this total, $165,851,000 is 
being requested for the dev elopment of aviation facilities within the 
constinental limits of the United States, while $41,609,000 is being 
requested for the development of our air stations and facilities overseas. 

Before proceeding into the details of our requests and recommenda- 
tions, I would like br iefly to enumerate some of the facilities problems 
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confronting naval aviation and to highlight some of the major objec- 
tives of our fiscal year 1958 military construction authorization 
request. 

As we have had every reason to expect, the number of modern jet 
aircraft within our ten-thousand-odd plane operating program has 
been steadily increasing and it is our intent to insure the timely avail- 
ability of the essential aviation facilities required to keep pace with 
this modernization. Our new fighter and attack aircraft such as the 
A3D, the F8U, the A4D, the F 11F, and the F4D are beginning to ap- 
pear in the fleet in ever- increasing numbers. It is becoming more and 
more evident that our 8,000-foot runway lengths are insufficient for 
these new aircraft. 

The 10,000-foot, sea-level equivalent runway is a minimum require- 
ment and runways of this length must be provided as soon as possible. 
More than one-third of the Bureau of Aeronautics authorization re- 
quest contained in this bill is to meet this runway requirement. 

We are continuing with the development of our master jet bases 
at Oceana, Va., Cec il F ield, Fla., and Miramar, Calif., and are request- 
ing the see ond increment for the construction of the master jet base 
at Lemoore, Calif. 

Ever mindful of the savings in life and aircraft possible through a 
vigorous aviation safety program, thé importance of aids to air navi- 
gation and landing aids cannot be overemphasized, The tactical air 
navigation fac ility, , or TACAN as it is called, and our optical, or mir- 
ror, landing system which provides a visual aid for predetermining the 
aircraft’s touchdown point are major contributions to safe operations. 
Thirteen TACAN installations and 23 optical-landing systems are 
requested in this bill. 

In spite of the difficulties the Martin Seamaster has been expe- 
riencing we have complete confidence that this major addition to 
the Nation’s arsenal will soon be operating. New and more modern 
antisubmarine warfare seaplanes are being programed. The second 
increment of development for the planned naval seaplane facility, 
Hertford, N. C., is included in this authorization request. 

Our guided-missile program is moving ahead. The advent of op- 
erational air-to-air Sparrow and Sidewinder, ground-to-air Terrier 
and Tartar, and surface-to-surface Regulus has dictated the require- 
ment for the continued development of the guided-missile support 
and operating facility San Clemente Island for the Pacific Fleet and 
Roosevelt Roads for the Atlantic Fleet. Second increments for the 
development of these stations are being requested this year. 

F lying a jet airplane is not a simple thing. Recognizing this, more 
than 2 years ago we started the expansion of the jet training syllabus 
in the advanced stage. You have already authorized two new jet 
training stations, 1 at r New Iberia, La., and 1 at Meridian, Miss. Addi- 
tional authorization is requested in this program to continue the 
development of these stations. 

That, in its broad form, is the major part of our proposal. The 
balance of our program consists chiefly of projects required to ful- 
fill the Navy’s commitments for the operation of the Atlantic and 
Pacific airborne early warning barriers and the support of our other 
overseas strategic requirements. 

The Caarrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 
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Now I understand from your statement that the strength of the 
aviation arm of the Navy is approximately 10,000 ? 

Admiral Coorrr. That is correct, sir. 

The Crairman. I won’t ask you to break it down. That is the 
total strength. 

Admiral Cooprr. That is best described, Mr. Chairman, as our 
operat ng strength. 

The Cuaimman. All right. 

Now, then, with reference to land, as I stated at the opening of 
the hearing, I think you are requesting 24,281 additional acres of land ; 
is that correct ? 

Captain Aiues. 25,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHatrmMan. 25.000. Now of that 25,000, is that the fee to 
obtain or does that include easements? Because there is 32,000 acres 
of easements in the bill. How many acres of easements do you 
acquire and how many acres in fee do you acquire ? 

Captain Ames. 25,200-— 

The CitatrMan. Siow much ¢ 

C aptain Aes. 25,281 acres in fee and 4,385 acres in easements. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, we will get into that later on as we go through the bill. 

Then, the picture is you will want to acquire 25,000 acres in fee 
and 4,000 acres in easements / 

Captain Ates. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the major portion of your bill is for extend- 
ing runways from 8,000 to 10,000. 

C aptain Aries. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is, in cost ; yes, sir. 

Captain Ames. Over 23,000 of those acres in fee are connected with 
the runway extension program, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Any questions of a general nature to the admiral ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. If not, we will take up an explanation of the first 
item, “Chase Field, Tex., operational facilities, $566,000.” 

Now, that is a training station, isn’t it? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. One of the recurring items at this sta- 
tion is the optical landing system, which recurs at many stations 
here. I was wondering if we might give you an explanation of that. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Captain Aites. In the overall runway program. 

The Cratrman. Give an explanation of what you mean by optical 
landing system. 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, we have 23 of these optical land- 
ing systems in this year’s request. 

The Cuatrman. Now—— 

Admiral Cooper. Simply, an optical landing system is a method 
whereby you can put onto a large mirror a series of lights and when 
those lights are seen by the pilot he can pretty well identify himself 
as to the glide path he is using to approach. 

A jet airplane is a very ‘tric ky airplane to fly and to land. It 
lands fast. It comes in at a low approach angle. There is no room 
for mistake. 











SL RTT MET > C RP TS AT AE om RR Ne 


TERRE RETIRE ye SP Speyer eye 


sre 


pane 


ea a ee 





oF ERR EE gn em Om Te 


J NNR RRL I TE I A NETS Se SNE, tt A A ERY 


tose 


1739 


We have put these mirror landing systems on our carriers. They 
are proving very successful in eliminating many of our accidents. 
We are now putting them on the runways, both to train and to use 
for the pilots, so it becomes as normal to come in on a field as it is 
on the carriers. 

This mirror is about a 4- by 4-foot mirror that is placed down the 
runway, at this position [indicating]. It is also placed on the car- 
rier deck, on the port side about 125 feet forw: ard of the stern. 

There is a series of lights at the same place to give the pilot a par- 
allel reference line. Now beyond [indicating] “down in this part 
there are other lights which reflect forward and show up. They are 
concentrated in a spot right in here. These are the lights that show 
forward on the mirror and then they reflect back to the pilot. This 
is so arranged that it gives you an angle, a triangle in here, when when 
the pilot is within this area he sees ‘exactly where he is. If he is on 
the glide path coming down properly, the reflection of the mirror 
brings this ball right in the center. If the pilot is too high or off to 
the left, this ball shows in the mirror at your upper left- hand corner. 
If he is too low and to the right, it shows in the right-hand corner. 

So by keeping this ball in the center, he will land into the groove at 
the right place. 

The Cuarmman. Now, where would you place this mirror on a run- 
way! 

Admiral Cooper. This mirror will be down 

The Cuarrman. Let’s wait one minute. Now the runway will be 
about 300 feet wide, won’t it? 

Admiral Coorrr. The runway will run around 200 feet wide. 

The CHarrMAn. 200 feet wide. 

Apmtrat Cooper. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now where on the runway would you place your 
reflector ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. It will be off to the side of the landing runway. 

The CHamman. How many do you put on a runway of 10,000 
feet, 200 feet wide? 

Admiral Cooper. One, sir. 

The CHArMan. Just one! 

Admiral Cooper. One on the approach end of each runway is all 
that is necessary. 

The Cuarrman. Now you say you have already placed them on the 
carriers / 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Have you ever placed any on any ground runways? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. How long has it been in operation ? 

Admiral Coorrr. I am going to have to make a rough guess, sir. I 
would say that we have had them 2 years. 

The CHarman. Can you use them at nighttime? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And use them in daytime? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And it enables the jet pilot to come in on the run- 
way? 

Admiral Cooprrr. It gives him a more precise approach to the 
runway. 
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The Cuamman. Now you are doing that on training stations as 
well as on landing fields for oper ational use! 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir; we have a program to put this system 
in at all fields. 

The Cuatrman. What is the total amount in the bill for this new 
optical landing system? What is the total amount in the bill? 

Admiral Coorgr. $3,269,000. 

The Cyarmman. How many will you install? It cost around 
$160,000-—— 

Admiral Coorrer. We have 23 in this bill this year, sir. 

The Cuamman. Twenty-three / 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now tell the committee how large an object is it? 
How large a mirror is it ? 

Admiral Cooper. I can give you the exact dimensions. It is ap- 
proximately 6 feet high and 4 feet wide. 

The CuarrMan. Srx feet high and twelve 

Admiral Coorprr. Maybe it is. I would have to check that. Pos- 
sibly 6 feet by 6 feet. But it is within that area 

The Cuarmman. Six by six. 

Admiral Cooper. Six feet by six feet. 

The Cuarrman. And that will aid the pilot and reduce the danger 
of his landing? 

Admiral Cooprr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Corr. Can it be used in bad weather ¢ 

Admiral Cooper. It can be used. It has to be seen by the pilot. 
It is a visual aid. It is not used in long approaches. But as you 
come up close, you can see it. It can be used in the same kind of bad 
weather that a landing signal can be used in. 

Mr. Coir. What is the alternative for use in bad weather? 

Admiral Coorrr. The alternative for use in bad weather on the 
field is a GCA approach. GCA will bring you down to a fairly 
close threshold. GCA might bring you well up the runway or in 
here. It is not as precise. That is, the approach, when you come 
down completely blind—if the weather minimum sare right, within 
200 or 300 feet of altitude and 3 quarters of a mile or a hi lf mile visi- 
bility, by the time GCA brings you down you should then be able to 
see the mirror. 

The Cuarrmman. Who is manufacturing this mirror ? 

Admiral Cooper. The initial mirrors were made in Britain. The 
Naval Development Center at Johnsville has made some. And they 
are now going out to contract. I do not have the name of the con- 
tractors at my fingertips. I can supply it. 

The Carman. Is it such an article than can be bought by competi- 
tive bidding or is it of such a character that it must be negotiated ? 

Admiral Coorer. Well, it is a very tricky job to make this mirror. 
We have not found anyone yet that can m: ake this mirror to the right 
dimensions and that will Jast under the rigors that we subject it. 
We are trying to. I think in time we will be ‘able to give out a design 
and design specification which will be able to go out on selective 
bidding. They have not been able to do that so far. 

The Cuarrman. Well, don’t you think you should reach all those 
decisions before you spend some $3 million or $4 million on it? 
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Admiral Cooprr. We have the mirrors. Johnsville is making the 
mirrors. 

The Cuairman. Making the mirror now? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir; they are making the mirrors now. 

The Cuamman. And you don’t think it can be opened up to com- 
petitive bidding ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. I think it will be able to in time. 

The CHatrMan. Well, you see, we are buying such few articles by 
competitive bidding, and that is no doubt one of the contributing fac- 
tors that makes the budget so heavy, is all these negotiations. And I 
am certainly hoping that we can sort of get back ‘to the old way of 
doing business as fast as possible. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The CuamMan. By competition. 

Mr. Corz. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CunnincHam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question / 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Coxe. If this is available only for visible use, what advantage 
does it have over the pilot looking at the runway itself ¢ 

Admiral Cooper. Mr. Cole 

Mr. Corz. It is a 200-foot runway. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right. 

Mr. Coie. As against a 6-foot object that he is looking at. 

Admiral Coorer. The pilot does look at the runway. But we have 
found that it is a very difficult thing to bring in a fast jet and land it 
within a given 400 or 500 feet on that runway. If you are just a hair 
too slow you land short, and if you are too fast then you run over the 
other end of the runway. So we are trying to make it possible to be 
more precise. ‘This makes it possible to be more precise. This makes 
it possible to be more precise because it tells him where he is back up in 
here [indicating], some half a mile away. That is where he begins to 
see this thing. 

Mr. Coxe. Is this primarily for training purposes or for operations 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir; itis pr imarily to bring this pilot in safely. 

Mr. Coir. Operational ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Operational, that is right. 

Mr. Cote. What is there in the gadget that tells him at what point 
he should put down ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. He just flies right on to the ground. As long as he 
keeps this in the center | indicating |—he flies that right down. He 
keeps that in the center and when he feels his wheels are on, he is 
down. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Admiral, it seems to me from your answers to 
Congressman Cole’s questions, both now and a while ago, that this is 
of little adv antage at the time it is most needed, namely, in bad weather 
or foggy weather. 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir, this is not designed as a bad-weather aid. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Well, now, we don’t have much trouble now in 
good weather. Don’t we need something for bad weather? This is 
not going to fill the bill. 











Admiral Coorrr. We have some assistance for bad weather. This 
should be thought more of as an adjunct and aid or a replacement to 
the landing signal officer. This is the fellow who works day in and 
day out, with hundreds of landings a day. This is what that is for. 
On the rare occasions where you are in bad weather, then you have to 
come down with radar aids to navigation. We will go into that a little 
bit later in the bill. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. In good weather do you need this? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunninenam. You haven’t made your case very clear, in my 
opinion. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. This is a good weather, primarily a 
good weather device, which substitutes and acts the same as the land- 
ing signal officer. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. Would the gentleman yield ¢ 

Mr. CuNNINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Perhaps, Admiral, you would make your case clearer 
if you tell us the nature of acc idents you have without this assistance 
in landing. What type of accidents are you trying to avoid? 

Admiral Coorrr. The accident we are trying to avoid here is to 
either undershoot the carrier deck, that is, to sink too fast and not 
have control, and another is to overshoot the deck so that you fail to 
make the landing. 

Mr. Hess. I can see the advantage on a carrier, but I can’t see any 
advantage on a ground landing. 

Admiral Coorrr. There are two advantages on the ground. The 
tendency to undershoot the ground is exactly the same as it is to 
undershoot the carrier. That keeps him up higher so he doesn’t 
undershoot. The tendency to overshoot is the same. This merely 
brings him down to a more precise spot on the runway. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman. Would the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Hess. He has the floor. Mr. C unningham has the floor. 

Mr. CunnrncHam. I am through. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Reece, any questions? 

Admiral Davis. Mr. Chairman, may I add 

The Cuarmrman. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Reece. Following up the objection of the gentleman from 
Ohio and the gentleman from Iowa, I just happen to ‘know of one in- 
stance where the pilot undershot the runway about 12 feet and 
destroyed the plane completely. It was a complete loss or very 
nearly so. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wusson. I saw a demonstration of this mirror landing tech- 
nique and it is an amazing device. It brings these planes in just like 
shooting fish in a rain barrel. If you save 1 or 2 airplanes from 
cracking up, you are saving the cost of the entire installation. It isa 
very sensible thing to do, in my opinion. 

The Cuamman. Admiral 

Admiral Davis. I would like to—— 

The CHatrman. Come around, Admiral, please, sir, so the re- 
porter can get what statement you want to make. 

Admiral Davis. I would like to add that our statistics on safety 
have shown not only a lowered accident rate on carrier and field 
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landings but that the maintenance cost of the aircraft using this 
system have decreased due to the consistency of excellent landings 
rather than the normal personnel variations in the landing approac h. 

The flat angle is more or less the determining factor. Tt is almost 
impossible at ‘the very flat angle a jet comes in to determine the linear 
distance up the runway that he is going to hit in comparison to the 
assistance this affords him. 

The Cuarrman. Well, it was running through my mind: At the 
time the pilot sees the mirror why he is on the ground, because the jet 
is going so fast. He hits the ground the time he sees the ground, 

Admiral Davis. Incidents ally, i in 90-odd percent of the instrument 
landings you make, that mirror would still be of assistance, because 
it would pattern you exactly as you come out of the soup and for the 
time being oriented to the landing area. This mirror would 
straighten you up as to whether or not you were in the right path. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamman. Mr. Gubser. 

Mr. Gupser. This would not replace the landing signal officer on 

carrier, would it ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. It has the possibility of so doing. 

Mr. Gupser. It is not contemplated at present it would replace 
him ¢ 

Admiral Coovrr. To a large extent it is replacing the landing sig- 
nal officer now. 

The Cuamman. What‘ 

Mr. Gupser. Would you say it is better than a landing signal 
officer / 

Admiral Coorrer. When it is working, yes, sir. 

Mr. Gusser. Well, as long as you have to keep landing signal offi- 
cers and it is necessary to train them, that is train such men, why 
can’t you use human beings in place of a mirror on a field ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. Well, we use the human being on the field, but 
he is no better on the field for precision than he is on the ship. We 
continue to train them. 

But we look forward to the time when this mirror can be suffi- 
ciently counted on as much as a human. Then the time may come 
when we can do away with the landing signal officer. 

Mr. Gusser. Do landing signal officers aboard a carrier contem- 
plate the pitch of the ship and pass that on to the pilot ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gusser. What would the mirror do? 

Admiral Coorrr. The mirror is stabilized in both roll and pitch, 
so the mirror stays steady all the time, and all he has to do is come 
down, follow that thing down, and he will land at the right place at 
the right time. In other words—— 

Mr. Gurser. If he follows the mirror, he is pitching with the ship, 
isn’t he? 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. The ship is pitching under the mirror 
and he rides the mirror on down. 

Mr. Gusser. Oh. I understand now. Thank you. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, about $3 million involved in this program 
in the bill? 


| 
{ 














1744 


Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Deverevx. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Devereaux. 

Mr. Deverecx. Admiral, as I understand from your testimony, you 
are going ahead and buying these things. So why are you coming 
before us and asking for authorization ? 

Admiral Coorrr. This is for the construction, sir. Perhaps I did 
not make myself quite clear. The mirror itself is not of concern. It 
is the construction of the base, the power to it, and the various things 
that go into the whole system, that we are asking for. 

Mr. Deverrvux. If we didn’t authorize this, then you would have a 
lot of extra mirrors on hand, wouldn’t you ? 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. We are working those things together. 
We aren’t buying the mirrors until we know we can put them in. 

The Cuarrman. To clear up what General Devereaux is developing, 
do we have to change a runway to place a mirror on the runway ? 

Admiral Cooper. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then this item is for the authorization to purchase 
the mirrors ? 

Admiral Coorrr. No. This item is for the authorization to pur- 
chase the necessary construction—the leads for power, the control for 
the power, and the things of that nature. They are the things. And 
including the base for the thing. That is the primary purpose for 
this request. 

The Cuarrman. Now you have an item for $160,000. Now what 
would that $160,000 be spent for? 

Admiral Cooper. Can you give a breakdown, Commander Maley ? 

Commander Marry. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CxHatrman. How would you spend your $160,000 and what 
would you buy if it is not to buy the mirror? 

Commander Marry. Commander Maley, Bureau of Yards and 
Docks. 

The breakdown of the cost, sir. The mirror installation and acces- 
sory facilities, which would include power transformers, the mirror 
foundations, the source lights and a telephone system, and so on, 
so that people on the ground can be in touch with the aircraft as it ap- 
proaches and with the control tower, and the power to operate the 
lights, which has to be brought in from some distance—all of those 
things go to make up the $160,000 here. 

Mr. Corr. How many people do you have to have to operate this 
landing signal ? 

Commander Marry. There would be one man as the wheel watch, 
so called. And that is a job which is done normally anyway. We 
have a man at the end of the runway who watches the aircraft as 
it approaches to see that the landing gear is locked, down and in the 
right position, and that same man will now be in control or will be 
in communication with the control tower by means of the communica- 
tions system installed under this item. 

The Cratrman. Well, of course, we are in this kind of position. 
We want to do everything humanly possible to save the lives of these 
great pilots and to save the great investment we have put in the cost 
of the jet. 

How much is the average cost of a jet? 
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Admiral Cooper. I would say about a million dollars each on the 
average. 

The Cuarrman. About $1 million apiece. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Coarman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could have some statis- 
tics of the test they ran on this, as applied to the ground runway. I 
think an excellent case can be made for the carrier. 

The Cuarrman. What are the statistics as to safety? Go ahead 
somebody. 

Admiral Coorrr. We have here statistics on combined use of 
the optical landing system on the angled deck carrier, the Benning- 
ton. During more than 4,000 carrier landings we had an accident rate 
of less than 0.5 accident per 1,000 landings compared to 2.53 acci- 
dents per thousand landings for all carriers during the first 2 fiscal 
quarters of last year. 

We expect that same improvement in safety on the fields them- 
selves. 

We are now running in the neighborhood of $1 million in aircraft 
damage a month, due to overshoots and undershoots and spins because 
of people coming in too slow or too fast and we expect that this mirror 
will eliminate a great part of that on the field itself. 

Mr. Bares. Are you suggesting that the difficulty of landing on a 
regular runway is the equivalent of landing on a carrier ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. I would not suggest that in its entirety; no, sir. 
But as the jets come in faster and lower, the approaches are becoming 
more and more similar. 

Mr. Bares. Then your statistics wouldn’t be the same for a regular 
runway as it would be for a carrier? 

Admiral Coorrr. They would approach that, sir. They will prob- 
ably not be the same but they will approach that. 

The CrHarrman. And it is around $3 million for these mirrors 
throughout the bill? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmman. I think we will probably be warranted in trying 
to take every precaution. And $3 million is a very small sum in the 
national defense budget. 

Now tell us something about this aircraft parking area. Now that 
is going to occur all through these bills, or all through these items. 

Captain Arges. Mr. Chairman, if I may—we have another program 
that is spread throughout this and this 1s the tactical air navigation 
facility, called TACAN. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, that is not involved in this item. 

Captain Aries. Not in this field; no, sir. 

The CHatrman. Let’s get through and when we come to that we will 
have an explanation about that. 

Captain Airs. All right, sir. 

‘The Coatrrman. Then we will adopt the policy of spending money 
in a limited way for this optical landing system. 

Captain Ares. The first item is for the aircraft parking area, at a 
cost of $460,000. We now have portland cement concrete parking 
areas for 103 jet aircraft. Our ‘a ranced training schedule requires 
165 jets and 6 propeller-type aircraft at this field. The existing 42,778 
square yards of asphaltic concrete parking area is not suitable for jet 
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aircraft since it breaks up under the heavy weight of the jet aircraft 
and through fuel spillage and jet flame. 

Particles of the broken pavement are sucked up through the jet 
intake, causing serious damage to the engine blades. The proposed 
item would provide 48,000 square yards of portland cement concrete 
pavement for parking space for the 62 jet aircraft for which no park- 
ing area is now available. 

The Carman. Well, then, it boils down to this, that the activity 
of the yard is such that you just have to have additional aircraft park- 
ing area, is that it ? 

Captain Atzs. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. Now—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask him a question about that ? 

The CuHamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Does this indicate that you are not going to find asphalt 
concrete satisfactory for aircraft parking areas anywhere ? 

Captain Ares. Not for a jet of this type, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. We have been all through that. It looks like we are 
going into it again. 

Mr. Hess. They have consistently—— 

Mr. Harpy. I am talking about parking now and not runways. 


Captain Airs. That is right, sir. 


Mr. Hess. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. 

The next one is Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Tex., operational 
facilities, $140,000. 

Captain Ares. It is for an optical landing system at the naval air 
station, Corpus Christi, which is one of our advanced training fields, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now operational facilities—is that limited enough 
so we can understand that the expenditure is going to be for this 
Sys ¢ 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. In our detailed justification, on pages 33 
and 34, it is specified that this is for $140,000 for one of these optical 
landing system installations, sir. 

Mr. Ketitener. But when those words are seen in the bill, they won't 
always mean an optical landing system. 

Captain Aregs. No, sir. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right. 

Mr. KeiieHer. So the answer is “No,” not “Yes.” 

The Cuarrman. I think to keep it in order and eliminate no doubt 
a great many questions on the floor, the bill ought to state as near as 
possible exactly what it is for. 

Now operational facilities: That covers a broad field. Now don’t 
you put the words “optical landing system,” so we all will know and 
then the law will correspond with the book # 

Mr. Kivpay. Mr. Chairman, didn’t the Secretary or someone iy the 
beginning, that is the Secretary of Defense, define what these various 
words of art would include? 

Mr. Keiiener. Some of them, I think, only. Not this, Mr. Kilday. 

The Cuamman. Well, I suggest we strike out “operational facil- 
ities” and put in there “optical 1: anding systems.” 

Then we can explain to the House what that means. 
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Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, I believe that optical landing sys- 
tem is too restrictive in comparing it with operational facilities. Op- 
erational facilities, as you point out, is a broad one. There will be 
other areas throughout the bill where we ask for operational facilities 
which are not the ¢ optical landing system. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, in this case it is. 

Captain Args. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Coorrr. For Corpus Christi it is. 

Captain Aites. There would be no objection for this item. 

Admiral Coorrr. Where it can be done we can use that. 

Mr. Kitpay. May I just suggest we use both and say “operational 
facilities parenthesis optical |: anding system parenthesis” ? 

The CuatrmMan. Is that all right 7 

Without objection, we will put that in, Mr. Kelleher. 

Now the next is Naval Air Station, Glynco, Ga. Utilities, $293,000. 

Captain AtLrs. This is for a sewage treatment plant addition. 

The CuatrMan. Now wait 1 minute. Let me find it. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is on page 35 

Captain Artxs. This is on page 36—35 and 36. 

The CHAIRMAN, Sewage—— 

Mr. Durnam, Without objection. 

The CHairmMan. Now wait one minute. 

Mr. Kitpay. Where is it? 

The CHairMan. It is not in my district. I want to say to the re- 
porter and to the members of the committee, there is not one penny 
of this $1,700,000,000 for the 6th Congressional District of Georgia, 
which I have the privilege of representing. 

Mr. Price. Let’s just pass this ov er, then. | Laughter. | 

The CHairman. If there is no justification, it ought to be passed 
over, 

Mr. Bares. There is no room left in your district, is there, Mr. 
Chairman? [ Laughter. | 

The Cuarman. I may go one point further. There is not but one 
military installation in the 16 counties of my district, and that only 
employs 800 people. So I do all this work without carrying any 
bacon home. | Laughter. | 

a let’ssee. This is for a sewerage treatment plant. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. This is for an addition to the sewerage 
treatment plant, at a cost of $293,000. 

The Cuairman. Does it keep down pollution of the rivers down in 
that section / 

Captain Artes. Exactly, sir. 

The Cuatrman. It is wise. We adopted a good policy for pollu- 
tion. I was happy to be able to vote to keep it in the bill. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Core. Why is an addition needed? Are you enlarging the 
activities / 

Captain Aites. There is a larger operation at this station. Our 
air control school is being moved here from Glenview, Ill. We will 


have an estimated population there of some 3,710 persons, including 


219 dependents. 
Mr. Coir. As against what population now ¢ 
Captain Artes. The present is about 1,525, sir. 
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Mr. Corz. What was the sewerage treatment plant designed ca- 
pacity ? 

Captain Ars. It was designed 

Mr. Coz. Based on population ¢ 

Captain Aites. For about 1,500, sir. 

The Carman. I want to state that my recollection is that this 
base is down in the neighborhood of Florida, and no doubt that is 
one of the reasons it ever got down there, because it was in the Florida 
atmosphere. [ Laughter. | 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is “Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville, Tex., 
operational facilities, $160,000. 

Captain Arzs. This is for another of the optical landing systems, 
sir. 

The CHatrman. Let it be amended to include the optical landing 
system. You mark that. 

Without objection, that is approved. 

The next is “Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Miss., opera- 
tional facilities, and maintenance facilities, $15,067,000.” 

Now I want to ask something about this one. Now go back. When 
did we establish this? Last year ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Last year; yes, sir. 

Captain Armers. Last year was our first appropriation for this field. 

The CHarrman. Tell the committee what kind of naval activity is 
contemplated to be carried on there ? 

Captain Ares. This is to be an air advanced training base. 

The Cuamman. Advanced training base ? 

Captain Aites. Training base. 

The Coatrman. Now we have one also in Iberia, La. 

Captain Ares. New Iberia, yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. New—what is it ? 

Captain Airs. New Iberia. 

The CHarrmMan. New—— 

Mr. Ketitener. New Iberia. 

The Cuarman. Then we put one over in Mississipp:. 

Captain Atngs. Yes, sir. 

The CHairmMan. Have you acquired all the land? 

Captain Arzes. It is in the process of being acquired right at the 
present, sir. 

The CuHamman. What does the record show with reference to the 
land acquisition ? 

Captain Artes. We have all of it now, sir. It is for 8,000 acres at 
a cost 

The CuammaNn. You have 8,000 acres ? 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did we authorize last year ? 

Captain Ars. $8,231,000. 

The CHarrMan. Ww hat is the ultimate cost of this establishment ? 

Captain Artes. $50 million, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Over how many years? 

Captain Ares. It will run over about 4 or 5 years, before we get 
it all paid for. 

The CHAm™MAN. Four or five years. Now how much spent and how 
much have contracts been made for this first instance ? 
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Captain Arirs. I would 24 to ask the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
to answer that, if they will, si 

Admiral Mrape. We Po i ac cquired the land and the first project 
for clearing the site is out for bids at this time. 

The CHairman. How much? 

Admiral Mrapr. The first project for clearing of the site is out for 
bids at this time, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. How much of your $8 million did you get, then? 

Admiral Meape. We have obligated $2,250,000 out of $8.23 1,000 
authorized last year, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. You got $6 million of the original $8 to your 
credit ? 

Admiral Mrape. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Have you requested from the budget any more of 
the $8 million ? 

Admiral Mrapr. We have requested- 

Commander Mary. We have requested all of it, sir. 

The Cuairman. It hasn’t been granted by the Budget yet? 

Commander Macey. It is still in process. We have not been—— 

The Cuatrman, All right. So out of the $8 million, you only 
spent $2 million. 

Now in addition to that, you are asking us now to authorize $15 
million and it is ultimately going to cost $50 million over a period 
of about 5 or 6 years. 

Now couldn’t we go along with about $8 million on this second 
authorization and not try to authorize such a large amount at this 
time ? 

Captain Armes. This—— 

The Cuatrman. You can’t spend it. You have $8 million there now 
you haven't spent. 

Captain Airs. The remainder of the $8 million we expect to have 
obligated before the end of this fiscal year, sir. It is out for bids right 
now. 

The Cuatrman. All right. How much of the $15 million are you 
going to ask for during the next fiscal year ¢ 

Captain Ares. We ‘expect to obligate every bit of it next year, sir. 

tm CraiMan. All of it? 

Captain Ars. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now how high does it stand on your priority, I 
mean this project? It is not so high? 

Admiral Coorrr. It is very high. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Ares. I would say it is in the supper third of the bill. 

The Cuatrman. Upper third ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wrnsreap. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ¢ 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wrvsreap. If I understand correctly, you have been in the 
process of clearing the land titles and you expect to let bids sometime 
during the months of May and June to take up that entire $6 million 
= you had in this fiscal year? 

Captain Ares. We have all of the land, sir. 
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Mr. Winsreap. The reason that it hasn’t been done earlier is you 
could not clear all the title work and do all the things necessary in 
order to spend that $6 million. 

Captain Arges. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t want the committee to run out of work and 
to have the privilege of having the Navy and the other departments 
coming here each year. If you authorize all the money at one time, 
then we will lose the pleasure of having the benefit of your presence 
and your yearly attendance before the committee, and the committee 
might run out of work, because this is the main bill that we have. 

So if we give you this $15 million now we won't see this item quite 
as often in the bill. So why wouldn't it be sensible to give you about 
half of it now and next year come back and get some more money 
we you finish this base. You can’t spend this mone y. 

Captain Aies. Mr. Chairman, this is a very well planned develop- 
ment and if we don’t get this $15 million, it may delay completion of 
the field a year or two more. 

The CHarrMan. That same statement will apply to every item in 
the bill. Every one of them is presumed to be well pl: unned or else 
you wouldn't be up here asking re it. 

Captain Ames. That is right, 

The Cuamman. You have ple ae of argument to justify every item 
in here. But at the same time, what is the use of continuing to pour 
authorization after authorization on the books when you can’t spend 
the money / 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, they have a total program of $50 
million here for a very important base, they say. The only reason 
they haven’t spent the $6 million—it just started late and they 
haven't had the titles clear in order to proceed. They are having 
architectural work now for an overall plan. If I understand cor 
rectly, they really desired much more femme than this but got cut 
down considerably to begin with. If they spend $50 million in the 
next 2 or 3 years, it seems to me that the $15 million authorization at 
this time would be a small amount if you expect them to complete this 
base by 1960, 

The CuamMan. One-half of it will be authorized in two authoriza- 
tions. Because if you are going to spend $50 million over a period 
of 5 years, then he is getting now 15 plus 8. 

Mr. Wrxsreap. In 2 years. 

The CuarrMan. In 2 years? 

Mr. Winsreap. For a 4-year project. 

Captain Ares. If we got $8 million a year, it would take us 7 or 8 
years to build the field, sir. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I make a comment on it ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. I have been noticing the type of work that the $15 
million will take care of. It is all similar type of work, for runway 
and a lot of concrete laying and operational and hangar work. It is 
all work that ties in in one package. I think if you tried to separate 
it, it might cost more than $15 million if you did it in 2 separate con- 
tracts rather than 1 contract. 

The Cuarrman. Well, without objection, if it satisfies the members 
of the committee, we will approve this item. 
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The next item is “Naval Air Station, New Iberia, La.” 

Now, this is the same kind of station. 

Captain Arves. This is the same kind of a station; yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now, how much did we first authorize there? I 
remember quite well how the people were disturbed when you bought 
this land there. 

C aptain Ates. The first appropriation was $8,231,000, 2 years ago. 

The Cuarrman. How much did we authorize when we estab- 
lished 

Captain Arres. So far, $24,361,000 has been authorized. 

The CyHarrman. Now—$24 million has been authorized. 

Captain Atres. $24 million thus far; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How much of that has been spent ? 

Commander Marry. I made a misstatement yesterday, sir, which 
I would like to correct. I stated yesterday that we had obligated 
approximately $16 million of that. I got back to my office and I 
found that we have received word that the obligations now are $20,- 
649,000. 

The CHatrman. Now, will this $3 million wind you up down 
there ¢ 

Captain Artes. No, sir. It is expected that we will need $5 million 
more in the future. 

The CuarrMaNn. $5 million more? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

(Mr. Kelleher, aside. ) 

The CHarrMAN. Now, here is what is beginning to worry me. 
Since they are beginning to put oil wells out in the gulf—and the 
reason we located these bases on the gulf was because we wanted 
the bombing to take place out on the gulf. Now aren’t we getting 
into some trouble in that area in view of the policy to develop the 
Continental Shelf out in the gulf? 

Captain Artes. We are having a little bit of difficulty in that. 

The CuatmrMan. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now we are beginning to get trouble there, aren’t 
we ¢ 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now tell us a little about that. 

Captain Arres. The 

The Cuarrman. The whole water has been parted now and Louisi- 
ana and Mississippi can make contracts, can’t they ¢ 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. We are having quite lengthy discussions 
with the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee of both Houses of 
the Congress on a bill which they have up before them now to regu- 
late our taking of public domain land. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kinpay. It already passed the House. 

Captain Artes. That has been extended 

The CuatrmMan. That has already passed the House. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The interpretation of that has been extended 

The Cuarrman. To the gulf? 

Captain Arres. To cover the tidelands. 




















The Cuamman. That is right. 

Captain Aires. And one of the main areas in support of this field 
out in the Gulf of Mexico is one that we have had very lengthy dis- 
cussions with those committees on, in attempting to get clearance for 
that before—— 

The Cuarrman. We will wind up where we are building those 
bases and we don’t have any place where we can do training, in the 
bombing practice. 

Captain Airs. We feel that we will get the areas that we need 
to operate from this base, sir. 

The Cuairman. Well, it is going to be restricted, isn’t it? You 
are going to have to have little marks and buoys all over there to 
show where you can drop your bombs. Then shipping is picking up 
considerably in the gulf. 

Mr. Keurener. The area might be quite distant from the base, too, 
where it is not today. 

The Cuarrman. Then it will be beyond the Continental Shelf. 

Captain Ags. It seems probable that it might have to be. 

The Cuamman. Then when you do that, then that lessens your 
training activities because it is too far away from your base. 

Captain Ares. I wonder if we might have an explanation by Ad- 
miral Davis’ group. 

The Cuaiman. Yes, I think we ought to get a further explanation 
because this is a very important matter. 

Captain Arxs. Captain Sanger, of the Office of Chief of Naval 
Operations. 

The Cuatrman, All right, clear it up and give us some information 
about it. 

Captain Saneer. Mr. Chairman, we foresee that there is a possi- 
bility of not getting the warning area 92. 

The CuarrmMan. Do what? 

Captain Sanger. That we will not get warning area 92. 

ror CuarrMan. Now explain to the committee what that is. 

Captain Sancer. It is a warning area south of New Iberia, off the 
Continental Shelf. The area would be used for gunnery training. 
If we don’t get warning area 92, we would just change the phase of 
training at New Iberia. We would have to do tactical training and 
instrument training, for example, at New Iberia, instead of gunnery 
training, and shifting the units that would go into New Iberia if we 
got warning area 92 over to Chase Field, for example, and stage them 
through Port Isabel for the gunnery training of advanced training 
command. 

The Cuaimrman. Then the whole justification of the base was the 
gunnery traming. That was the major purpose of it / 

Captain Sancer. That is correct, sir. 

The CHatrman. Therefore, it loses—and you state you doubt 
whether you will get it / 

Captain Sancer. We foresee where we might not get it, Mr. Chair- 
man. We don’t doubt that we will get it. There is a possibility that 
we won't. So we must have an alternate in case we don’t get it. 

The CuHarrman. This applies to both of these bases, the one at 
Meridian and the one at New Iberia, doesn’t your statement about 
the range ? 








Captain Sanger. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now why wasn’t it sound to go slow until we find 
out what we can do and where we can utilize these fields for what 
they were intended ¢ 

Captain Sanger. Mr. 

The Cuarrman. From your statement, in all probability part of it 
has to be transferred to some other base. 

Captain Sanger. We would change the phasing in the advanced 
training command, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. Yes. But we won’t have built this same kind of 
base unless the whole picture was such that you could use the whole 
base for what you intended. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir; we still need an overall base. 

The Cuamman. The committee ought to know what we are running 
into. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, I don’t understand that this area 92 is off 
the Continental Shelf. Why is there any question but what you can 
use it? 

Captain Sancer. It is over the Continental Shelf, 

Mr. Cote. Then it isn’t off. 

Captain Sanger. I am sorry, I made a mistake, 

Mr. Coiz. How far out does the shelf extend ? 

Captain Artes. To the 100-fathom curve, as we understand it. 

Captain Sanger. One hundred miles, and to the 100-fathom curve. 

Mr. Coxe. So in order to reach the free area away from oil devel- 
opment, you would have to proceed to fly 100 miles from your base. 

Captain Sanger. If we didn’t get warning area 92 in its entirety, 
that is correct, sir. But we still have a requirement for the base 
complex in the advanced training command, of which Corpus Christi 
is the hub. We require these 2 new bases regardless of whether we 
get warning area 92 or not. We would just have to rephase our train- 
ing in the advanced training command, 

The CuarrmMan. And that will necessitate your coming back up 
here to fix up some other base so you can carry out that phase of your 
activity. 

Captain Sancer. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. Then we won’t have to develop Corpus Christi or 
any other base. 

Captain Sanger. Not over and above the present requirement, sir. 
We have a certain capacity requirement in the advanced training com- 
mand which dictates a certain number of bases. New Iberia and 
Meridian are the two additional bases that the capacity requirements 
demand. 

Now, whether we use them for gunnery training or another phase 
of advanced training, we still require those two stations, sir. We will 
not require additional money to fix up the other stations in the event 
we don’t use them for gunnery. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that last statement is what helps your item. 

Without objection, this item is approved. 

Now, the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla. Operational facili- 
ties, waterfront facilities, and land acquisition. That is on page what ? 

Captain Artes. That is on pages 52, 53, and 54 of the book, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. We all know Pensacola is one of your main sta- 
tions. Let’s see now what you want to do there. You are spending 
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tremendous sums of money there for the last 20 years. You have 
15,961 acres. You spent there $47,740,069; is that correct ? 

Captain Airs. That is correct ; yes, sir. 

The CuatmMan. This is for operational landing, $110,000. 

Captain Aires. That is for one of the optical landing systems. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Captain Artes. At the Air Station, Pensacola, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Tell us about this pier. 

Captain Ares. The second item is for the pier and dredging, in- 
cluding land acquisition, which contemplates the utilization of an 
Essew-class carrier in place of the smaller CVL which has been in use 
at Pensacola for carrier landing practice. 

The Cuamman. Then, as I understand, you are building this pier 
to accommodate a carrier / 

Captain Ares. A larger carrier; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. A larger carrier. 

Captain Aries. We have been using a smaller carrier there for that 
purpose, but we find that we must shift to a large carrier, of the /’ssex 
class, with a canted deck, to incorporate that in our aviation training. 

The Cuamman. Well, now, why is it necessary—how long has the 
training been carried on at Pensacola? From time immemorial, ever 
since aviation came in? 

Captail Armes. Yes, sir; 1914 was when we first started down there. 

The CuHarmman. That is right. That is one of the first bases the 
Naval Affairs Committee established when I came on the committee, 
forty-some years ago. 

Now we are having all of these fine pilots there, and we never had 
to build this big pier. Now, why is it necessary now? Haven’t you 
been making a pretty good record of training down there ? 

Captain Ars. Y es, sir; they have. The use of higher performance 
jet and propeller aircraft with tricycle landing gear requires the utili- 
zation of a different type of carrier. It is proposed 

The CuHarrmMan. Well, as a rule most of these large carriers don’t tie 
up to piers, do they ? 

Captain Atgs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You tie them up to piers? 

Captain Armxrs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. When you tie it up to the pier there, what are you 
going todo? Not land planes on it? 

Captain Artes. No, sir. This is between operational periods, when 
the carrier is not being used at sea in training. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Captain Aires. It comes into the harbor and comes up to the pier 
and is serviced from the base. 

The Cuarrman. It is just merely for servicing a large carrier. 

Captain Arrgs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And has no relation particularly to the training 
at Pensacola ? 

Captain Arzs. This is in between the periods when it is occupied 
with training. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Captain Arms. Yes, sir. 
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The CHamman. Now in the past you have been dropping anchor 
out in the bay and servicing it by barges, haven’t you ¢ 

Admiral Coorer. Let me—— 

Captain Armes. May I ask Admiral Cooper to speak to that? 

Admiral Cooper. Mr. Chairman, this is a change in the type of the 

carrier. In the past we have had a small cruiser-type carrier which 

could tie up to the old dock already at Pensacola. This dock is satis- 
factory for carriers with less draft, smaller size, straight deck, and 
which carried the old-type prop planes. 

We are now moving into jets and into a different type of propeller 
plane and that carrier is no longer satisfactory. We are making plans 
and have a carrier, a larger carrier, the . Antietam, of the /’ssex class, 
with a canted deck, that is capable of carrying on the training that 
we have had in the past, but it simply couldn’t get into the channel 
and could not get into the pier that is now in existence. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you might be justified in deepening the chan- 
nel, but the training never takes place when the carrier is tied up at a 
dock. 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is out in the ocean or the gulf. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is correct. But to service the carrier, to 
make necessary repairs that may have to be done, to put oil and gaso- 
line on board, to take duds off the carrier—those are the reasons for 
having the carrier pier. 

The Cuatrman. Is it cheaper to service from a pier or from barges? 

Admiral Cooper. I think in the long run it will be cheaper to service 
from piers, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It will be cheaper to service from piers / 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next item is “Navy auxiliary air station, Saufley Field, 
Fla., operational facilities, $39, 000. 

Captain Aires. Mr, C hairman, this is for the first of these items I 
have mentioned before, a tactical air navigation facility which we 
will find repeated in other stations. 

The CuarrmMan. Let me find it in the book. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 57, Mr. Chairman. 

C aptain Armxrs. We have 13 of these installations going into air- 
fields. ‘This is the first one. 

The CratrmMan. Let’s see what it is. What is it, a one story-—— 

Captain Aires. A tactical air navigation facility. I thought if 
Admiral Cooper gave an explanation of this 

The Cuarrman. Yes. This is a new item. 

Captain Atres. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What is tactical navigation facility? Go ahead 
and tell the committee. 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, this is simply an aid to naviga- 
tion, which consists of a transmitter on the ground and a receiver 
transmitter in the aifplane. When they work together, the airplane 
pilot can tell exactly the direction in which he should fly and the dis- 
tance that he will have to fly. 

It was designed originally to be put on aircraft carriers. The trans- 
mitter on an aircraft carrier occupies a space of about 6 to 8 feet tall 
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and a diameter of 3 feet. It is a cylinder affair, which goes right on 
the top of the aircraft carrier. Its purpose is to bring the pilots 
precisely back to the aircraft carrier. 

We find that in our shore establishments and flying modern jets we 
require the same precise navigation. There just ‘simply isn’t time to 
come down and look around for a field. There isn’t time to go to some 
place. So we must have the precise navigation that this particular 
instrument will do. 

Now I am sure you have heard in the past of the arguments as to 
whether Tacan should be used as a standard equipment for all aircraft, 
both commercial and military. That argument is pretty well settled 
now. Although there is a minor compromise, this Tacan system will 
be a part of the nationwide aids to navigation. We plan to put these 
in our fields, to give the pilot the ability to get himself quickly and ade- 
quately to the point where he wants to go. 

The Cramman. Any in operation tod: uy ¢ 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Where are you using them 4 

Admiral Coorrr. Miramar has one. Oceana has one. We have them 
on almost all of our carriers, sir. 

The CHarrman. How long has it been invented and in operation 

Admiral Coorrer. I would think 3 years is about our oldest one. 

The Cuatrman,. And it has been a great aid to the operation of the 
airplane carrier ? 

Admiral Coorrer. They are a great aid. 

The Cuarrman. I say it is of great aid and assistance? 

Admiral Coorrer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Any questions from any members of the commit- 
tee on tactical navigation facilities ? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Why would that be in the military-naval building pro- 
gram? Is it the cost of installation or is it merely an item? I haven’t 
checked what it is. But it is the same thing that you put on the 
carrier, isn’t it ? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir; it is the same thing, but you have to have 
the same thing on the field that you have on the carrier, and that is the 
location of the antenna and the controls to—— 

Mr. Bray. Then it does become a fixed installation there, then ? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir; it is a fixed installation. 

Mr. Bray. Does the Air Force use anything similar to this, or is this 
a new approach ¢ 

Admiral Coorrer. They are using the same thing. 

Mr. Bray. The same thing? 

Admiral Cooprr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Asa matter of fact, built by the same concern ? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. And cost the same price? 

Admiral Cooper. I would say so; yes, sir. - 

Mr. Bray. That is all. 

Mr. Kirpay. Commercial using it? 

Admiral Coorrr. Sir? 

Mr. Kripay. Commercial lines using it? 
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Admiral Coorer. Commercial lines only in part, sir. They have 
what is known as the VOR and DME, distance measuring equipment. 
They have the same ability and use the same machinery to get the 
direction to travel. But the distance measuring equipment is some- 
what different. 

Mr. Kinpay. Of course, this thing has been fought over for about 
10 or 12 years. 

Admiral Cooprer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Whit system should be used ? 

Admiral Coorrer. That is right. 

Mr. Kinpay. Of course, a principal part of the value of this will 
be when you get it on all of your stations, isn’t that right? 

Admiral Coorrr. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. So a plane can have one type of equipment and know 
it can land at any station. 

Admiral Coorrer. That is right; yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, now, don’t you think the language of the bill 
should also, like with reference to optical landing system—instead of 
just using the words “operational facilities,” say “tactical navigation 
facilities” ? 

Admiral Cooper. In those places where it can be defined; yes, sir, 
it should be. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the amendment is approved and 
the item is approved there. 

Captain As. There are 13 of these installations scattered 
throughout these air stations. 

The Cuarrman. And the total amount 

Captain Arrs. For a total amount of $567,000. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, on that particular point. You are 
talking now about the cost that is involved in this construction only. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. It does not include the equipment. 

Mr. Harpy. It does not include the equipment ? 

Captain Ares. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. This equipment is going to substitute or replace other 
equipment which is now being used; isn’t that right? 

Admiral Cooprr. Yes, sir. 

Captain Arnes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are just getting ahead of commercial aviation ? 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next is “Fleet support air stations.” 

Now these bases, members of the committee, are established to sup- 
port the aircraft that is on the carriers. 

Naval Air Station, Alameda, Calif., operational facilities, $165,000. 

Captain Ares. This is on pages 61 and 62 of the book, sir. 

The Cyatrman. Now, this I see is for guided missiles support 
facilities. 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now how does Alameda contribute to guided mis- 
sile support ¢ 

Captain Ares. This first project at Alameda, Calif., is 1 of 6 
somewhat similar facilities at 4 continental and 2 overseas stations. 
This project is for a guided missile support facility in the amount of 
$185,000. Guided missiles have intricate electronic and mechanical 
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control. A check test and storage building of approximately 6,000 
square feet is required. 

The test involves a check of the missile components, assembled 
missiles, and replacement of defective parts, prior to their issue to 
the carriers for loading on the carriers. 

The Cuarrman. All right. This is for the purpose of building a 
building ? 

Captain Aizes. Yes, sir. 

— CuarrMan. To take care of guided missiles / 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And to check them and to—any repair of guided 
missiles that takes place at these stations ¢ 

Captain Armes. Adjustments will be made just before they are 
loaded on the carriers. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next item is Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine. Oper 
ational facilities and land acquisition, $180,000. 

Captain Armes. This is on pages 66 and 67 of the book, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Captain Airs. This project at Brunswick, Maine, is for range facil- 
ities including land acquisitions in the amount of $180,000. An aerial 
mine-laying range and a multipurpose range for glide bombing and 
rocket training are required but none are now available in the vicinity 
of this station. 

The aviators and crews of the 7 patrol squadrons to be assigned to 
this station will require 45,750 hours of training to maintain their 
proficiency in weapons delivery technique for the assigned fleet mining 
and antisubmarine missions. The aerial mine-laying range southeast 
of Small Point, and a multipurpose rocket and bombing target on Seal 
Island, south of Penebscot Bay, will be set up. Control tower and 
observation buildings will be constructed for these operations. Seal 
Beach, privately owned and about 120 acres in area, is to be acquired 
in fee title. A small boat pier, helicopter landing pad and target 
structure and marking will be provided on the island. 

The Cuarrman. Now—— 

Captain Artes. There is no known opposition to this proposed ac- 
quisition, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What did you say ¢ 

Captain Airs. There is no known opposition to this proposed ac- 
quisition. 

The Cuarrman. You mean of the land ? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now have you made a survey and you know exactly 
where the land is? 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. You know how much it is going to cost you ? 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keviener. It is an island. 

The CuHarrman. Give a little information about it, this 120 acres. 

Captain Artes. It is estimated to cost $17,000. 

The Cuarrman. The land will cost $17,000 ? 

Captain Arrs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And 120 acres? 

Captain Arzes. Yes, sir. 
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The CuHairman. Have you had it appraised ! 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. What isthe appraised value of it ? 

Mr. Trencken. The appraised value of—the island and 2 small sites 
have been appraised and the appraisal plus the administrative cost 
for titles are estimated at $17,000. The appraisal is actually about 
$13,500. 

The Cnairman. Have you ready now just as soon as you get the 
authorization and the money to get a clearance from the committee on 
buying land ¢ 

Mr. Trenckxen. This will be below $25,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Oh, that is right. You don’t have to come to the 
committee on that. 

Mr. Trencken. We will not have to come back to the committee. 

The Cuamman. Who owns that land? How many parcels or own- 
erships is in it 

Mr. Trencken. This is one ownership. 

Admiral Coorrr. Thomas C. Watkinson. 

Mr. Trencken. Thomas C. Watkinson. 

Admiral Coorrr. Thomas C. Watkinson. 

The Cuarrman. He has the ownership of the land ? 

Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is “Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Fla., operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisitions, $7,751,000.” 

Captain Aves. This is Jacksonville. 

Mr. Kettener. Thirteen miles from Jacksonyille. 

Captain Aes. Near Jacksonville, Fla. 

The CHatrmMan. Jacksonville. 

Captain Attes. This is on pages 68, 69, 70, and 71 of the book. 

The Cuamman. All right. Runway extension—— 

Captain Ares. The first item is for the runway extension. 

The CuHarrmMan. Go ahead. 

Captain ArLes. All right. 

The CuatrmMan. How long are your runways there now ¢ 

Captain Ares. The present runways are 8,000 feet. It is proposed 
to extend them to 12,500 feet. 

The CHairman. How many acres of ground will you have to buy to 
extend the runway / 

Captain Ares. ‘Two thousand seven hundred and thirty-eight acres, 
sir. 

The CHARMAN. For one runway? Now, the runway is how long? 

Captain Ares. Eight thousand feet, sir. 

The Cuamman. And you are going to make it 12,000 feet ? 

Captain Ames. Twelve thousand five hundred feet ; yes, sir 

The CrarrMan, That is 4,500 feet longer than it is now. And-to 
accommodate that extension of 4,500 feet, how many acres did you say 
you had to buy ¢ 

Captain Ainms, Well, the acreage we are asking for is not only to 
provide for this extension but for future extension of all runways. 

The Cuamman. Oh, yes, I know that. Let’s don‘t talk about future. 
Let’s talk about extending this runway now. 

How many acres do you need to extend this runway 4,500 feet ? 
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Captain Ars. I will have to see if we have it broken down that 
way, sir. 

Mr. Keiiener. It would ocewpy 20 acres, Mr. Chairman; that much 
extension. 

The Cuarrman. All right, 20 acres. That is all you need, then, 
for the extension of the runway. 

Mr. Keiitener. That would be the paved portion. 

Captain Armes. it is an approach zone and runway, Mr. Chairman. 

vor CHAIRMAN. What? 

Captain Ames. It is an approach zone and runway extension, sir. 

The CuHatrmMan. Well, Mr. Kelleher here said it would take 20 
more acres to accommodate the 10,000-foot runway. 

Mr. Keviener. Just the paved portion of it. 

Mr. Kirpay. That would be three-quarters of a mile long. More or 
less, and about 200 feet wide. I don’t think you can buy it at that 
rate,can you?  [Laughter. | 

The CuarrMan. No. 

Mr. Harpy. It is a little hard to understand why you would ac- 
quire 2,700 acres here. 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, what we tried to do is to get the 
land on which the runway itself is to be built and its associated 
taxiway 

The CHatrman. Yes. 

Admiral Coorrr. Then you have the safety zones on both sides of 
the runway. And you have an overrun and a safety zone at the end 
of the runway. You also then have the approac thes, the low ap- 
proaches, to these rynways. And that land is to provide for all of 
those requirements, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, let’s see. We now have 6,219 acres 
down there, do you not ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then you propose to acquire 4,000—how many 
acres ¢ 

Mr. Keriener. 2,700. 

The Cratrman. Let’s see. 

Mr. Trencken. These represent the runways and the extension of 
this runway would be down into this area in yellow. It is pro- 
posed to acquire the entire area in yellow as room for the expansion 
of the runway plus the approach zone. This is a fleet carrier land- 
ing practice field. It is to clear the approaches for those landings 
and also the landings on this [indicating], that the 2,738 acres are 
required. 

The Cuatrman. Now, this field is used for supporting the carriers 
as they come in. The airplanes fly off the carrier onto these fields, 
is that it? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And it is not for any training purpose at all. 

Captain Armes. Well, when the carrier is in port, based in port, the 

carrier air groups are based at this field and continue their training. 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now how many carriers are based down there at Jacksonville? 
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Captain Ares. There are five that are presently home ported at 
Mayport, which is the port adjacent to Jacksonville, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This field takes care of the training of the five 
carriers ? 

Captain Ars. Well, I believe it is more groups than that, sir. 

Admiral Coorrr. This field and Jacksonville. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Admiral Coorrr. This field and the Naval Air Station at Jackson- 
ville. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Yes, Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. As I look at that chart, the intention now in the first 
instance is to expand the runway 3,500 feet down, let’s say, on the 
map. 

Mr. Trencken. From here 

Mr. Arenps. Then later on because of the great acquisition of land 
you are going to go this way according to the map, the yellow por- 
tion, is that right ? 

Mr. TrencKkeNn. No, sir. Beyond the end of the runway we have 
to clear the trees and clear out the approaches. This area represents 
the approaching clearance that is required for the use of this runway. 

Mr. Arenps. What I am trying to get at: In other words, you are 
going to expand, eventually expand, the runways in two directions, 
south and west, the way the map reads? 

Mr. Trencken. No, sir; the runway is in this direction. 

Mr. Arenps. Altogether now ¢ 

Mr. Trencken. Yes. 

Mr. Arenps. You are going to get 2,700 some acres, which means— 
out my way, In my part of the country they say sections. In other 
words, that would be better than 2 miles in each direction ? 

Mr. Trencken. Yes. 

Mr. Arenps. The field will be 1 mile wide, you remember. It is 





The CuairMan. 640 acres to a square mile. 
Mr. Arenps. That is right. 
The CHatrMAn. What is the cost of this land ? 
Mr. Trencken. The cost of this land is $237,000. 
The Cuarrman. How much ? 
Mr. TrencKEN. $237,000. 
The CuamMan. How much is that per acre? 
Mr. Durnam. $86. You can’t buy land for that. 
Mr. Trencken. About $86 an acre. 
The CuarrmMan. About $86 an acre? 
Mr. Trencken. Yes. 
The CuatrmMan. I think that is very cheap compared to some that 
the committee has been approving at other places. 
Mr. Harpy. It sort of makes me wonder whether that is a valid 
figure. 
Mr. Tiencken. This figure is based on an appraisal, Mr. Hardy. 
Mr. Harpy. Is it marshland ? 
Mr. Trencken. No, sir; it is not marshland. 
Admiral Coorrr. It is timber—— 
Mr. Trencken. Cutover timber. 
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Admiral Coorgrr. It is cutover timberland. 
Mr. Harpy. And that close to Jacksonville and you are going to 
get it at $86. 

Admiral Coorrr, It is quite some distance from Jacksonville. 

Mr. Harpy. This thing says 13 miles, isn’t it 4 

Captain Ares. 13 miles. 

Mr. Harpy. 13 miles from Jacksonville and you are going to buy it 
for $86 an acre. 

Mr. Bennerr. Mr. Chairman, one reason it is cheaper, the Navy 
has preempted this land over a long period of time. They have been 
telling everybody not to build anything on this land—not develop 
it. It has been sitting there. 

I represent this area and as you know people are not generally 
anxious to have military installations expand. As far as this one is 
concerned, I think they are very happy for the Navy to use this land, 
because they have been preempted from using the land for a long time, 
so they can have the money to reinvest in homes elsewhere. 

If you want to check, they recently sold the Chaffee bombing range, 
which was within a mile of this area. 

Mr. Harpy. How much did that bring / 

Mr. Bennetr. It brought $86,000, but I am not sure how many acres 
it has. It is fairly comparable land. You don’t have those figures 
with you? 

Mr. Trencxen. No. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Just one other point, Mr. Chairmaa, that I did want to 
bring out on this. In order to increase the runway by 4,000 feet here, 
you are going to increase the total area of that base by 44 percent. 

The Cuairman. No. You are going to put a hangar there. 

Mr. Harpy. But you are increasing your total area by 44 percent. 
And you are coming up with a 9,000-acre installation. The basis for it, 
as I understand it here, was pe te in order to get land enough to 
increase the length of the runway. 

Mr. Arenps. 3,500 feet. 

The CHamman. Of course, he is contemplating a large expansion 
over the years because he ultimately hopes to spend $73 million there. 

Mr. Harpy. Then he is buying this land for other purposes 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Primarily. 

The Cuaimman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Rather than runway extension. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, exactly. 

Captain Airs. And for clearance connected with the runway, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. But you have to have some kind of clearance 
down there now, haven’t you, Captain ? 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir; but not out to this extent. 

Mr. Harpy. I know. But certainly you must have—that brings up 
another point: Don’t you have aviation easements over that land now / 

Mr. Trencken. No, siz. 

Mr. Harpy. What are you doing about flying over that land on your 
present approach zone ? 

Mr. Trencken. This land was considered for aviation easements in 
the 1956 aviation easement program. When we realized that the run- 
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way was going to be extended, we did not go ahead with the acquisition 
of the aviation easements because the land would be required for the 
runway extension. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, how did you control the elimination of your 
hazards? 

Mr. Trenoxen. There weer no houses in this particular piece of 
property. 

Mr. Harpy. And there weren’t any trees that had to be cut? 

Mr. Trencken. It was cutoff timberlands. 

Mr. Harpy. There wasn’t anything in the way of your approach 
zones ¢ 

Mr. Trencken. That is substantially correct, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. So the Navy was occupying this field and has been 
flying jets in there without having acquired any aviation easements 

‘any other restrictions in their approach zones ? 

ie TrenckEN. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. How many other fields have you got like that” 

Mr. Trencxen. I can’t tell you right off. 

The CuatrmMan. Now 

Mr. Harpy. Just one other question, Mr. Chairman. You say that 
this was proposed to be included in your acquisition program for 
aviation easements and other restrictive easements ¢ 

Mr. Tiencken. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What value did you place on this same land for avia- 
tion easement purposes / 

Mr. Trencken. The total item for flight clearance at Cecil Field, 
as presented in the 1956 program, was $680,000, which covered fee 
acquisition of 400 acres at $30,000, and aviation easements—flight 
clearance easements over 2,300 acres at $62,000. 

Mr. Harpy. This is the same land we are talking about now, isn’t 
it ¢ 

Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And how much was your total estimated cost ? 

The CuarrMan. $62,000. 

Mr. Trencken. We have $30,000 and $62,000, which is $92,000, 
plus 2,200 acres of landrights which were recutting rights at an esti- 
mated $160,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Making a total of how much? 

Mr. Trencken. That would have been— 

Mr. Smarr. 250,000, about. 

Mr. Trencken. 253,000. 

Mr. Harpy. So now you propose to buy that same land for 
$237,000 @ 

Mr. Trencken. It is not exactly the same land, Mr. Hardy. It is 
a combination of overlays. It is substantially the same property that 
was considered. 

The CuarrMan. Well 

Mr. Harpy. In that, you were going te get actual fee title to only 
a small part of it. 

Mr. Trencken. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And expecting to have to pay more for acquisition of 
your restrictive easements than you are proposing to pay here now 
for your total fee acquisition ? 
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Mr. Trencken. Well, it was a larger area. 
Mr. Harpy. How much larger? You got 2,700 acres here. I don’t 
think you had much more than that in there. 

Mr. Trencken. This would be 4,900 acres. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Now tell us—there is an operational landing system there, and then 
in addition there is a hangar there, at $2,662,000. That is new, to be 
built, isn’t it ? 

C aptain Aus. Approximately 304,000 square feet of hangar space 
is required for proper maintenance of the 449,000 carrier-type air- 
craft to be assigned to this station. 

The CuatrmMan. How many aircraft? 

Captain Ares. 449, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. 449. Have you any hangars there now / 

Captain Arnes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many planes have you there now / 

Captain Ares. At the present time, the plane loading there is 
103. 

The Cuarman. Only 103 planes. And you are going to increase 
it to 400? 

Captain Ares. 449, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next item is “Chincoteague, Va., operational facilities and land 
acquisition, $2,818,000.” 

Now let’s see where 

Mr. Keviener. Seventy-two, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Ames. This is on page 72 and 73, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now tell us about the acquisition of land there. 

C aptain Airs. This is for runway extension in the amount 

The Cuarrman. How many acres are you going to acquire? 

Mr. Trencken. Three hundred and forty-two acres, Mr. Chairman, 
at an estimated cost of $184,000. 

The Cuarrman. Three hundred and what acres? 

Mr. Trencxen. Three hundred and forty-two. 

The Cuarrman. Three hundred and forty-two acres. 

At an estimated cost of what ? 

Mr. TrENCKEN. $184,000. 

The Cuarrman. And this is to extend the runway from 8,000 feet 
to 12,000 feet ? 

Captain Ams. To 12,000 feet. 

The CHarrMan. 12,000. 

Now are all these runways going from approximately 8,000 to 
12,000 ? 

Captain Aites. They are going from 8,000 to a 10,000-foot equiva- 
lent. This is considering temperatures and sea level, which are the 
basic considerations in determining the length of runway you need. 

The Cuarrman. And some places it will be 10,000 feet and in some 
places it will be 12,000 feet ? 

Captain Artes. And in some places it will be more. 

The CHarrman. More than 12,000? 

Captain Ares. Out in the desert it requires even a longer one. 

The Cuarrman. All right. How much did you say the land is 
going to cost ¢ 
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Captain AILEs. $184,000. 

The CHarrman. $184,000. Who owns this land down in Virginia 
there now ? 

Mr. Trencken. This 

The Cuarman. Are we going to have any trouble about acquiring 
it? 

Mr. TrencKeEN. This represents six ownerships, and the property has 
been appraised by Saul Solbert and Bryson Hobson. 

The Cuarrman. Where is Chincoteague? What community is it 
next ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. It is a community in itself. They just built a bridge 
for it, Mr. Chairman, to connect C hincoteague with Asoteague. 

The Cuamman. Let me find out what city is in the vicinity of it. 

Captain Ares. It is 34 miles from Salisbury. 

i CHarrMan. Oh, yes. 

Captain Ames. On the Eastern Shore. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

Mr. ArENDs. Right out in the middle of the coast ? 

Admiral Cooper. On the coast. 

Captain Aizes. It is right out on the coast. 

Mr. ArenDs. That is about $540 an acre. 

Mr. TrencKEeNn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arends. That might be pretty good land. That is what it 
brings out in Illinois, good black dirt. 

The CuatrMan. Any questions on this item ? 

Mr. Trencken. Truck-farm land, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. What kind? Truck farming? 

Mr. TrencKen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. All of it? 

Mr. TiencKEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would guess that this estimate of value 
is probably more nearly what they w ould have to pay for it than the 
one we had in Florida awhile ago. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. But I am a little bit concerned here to observe that you 
are acquiring land for essentially the same purposes that we were 
on the one we just approved. Here you are only having to get 342 
acres to get this runway extension. 

Admiral Coorer. Part of this is over water, isn’t it? 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, wait a minute. I don’t believe you got too 
much water involved on this part of it, have you? 

Admiral Cooper. I don’t think so, no, sir. I think the general 
approaches to Chincoteague are in part over water. 

Mr. Harpy. Your field is not located on Chincoteague Island ? 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. The field is located on the mainland. 

Mr. Trencken. Here is the water right here, Mr. Hardy [indi- 

cating |. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

Where are you getting your 342 acres ? 

Mr. Trencken. This land right here [indicating]. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 
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Mr. Harpy. I can’t see the runway from here. 

Mr. Trencken. Here is the runway. The runway will extend into 
here [indicating]. 

The Carman. All right. 

Any further questions on Chincoteague ? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. I have received a letter that was passed on to me 
from Congressman Edward T. Miller. Apparently there seems to 
be a certain amount of opposition as to the relocation of the State 
highway, which is included in this item. The people of Maryland 
and Vir ginia apparently both are of the opinion if the State highway 
be located as proposed today, it will hinder the future development of 
the naval air station. 

Do you have anything to comment on that? 

Captain AILEs. Commander Maley here can speak to that. 

Commander Matey. Yes, sir. 

The final details of the road relocation have not been settled. We 
made an engineering study and picked out six possible new routes for 
the highway. We have included in the budget the one which appeared 
to be most feasible from the Nav y's standpoint. 

Now that we are having consider able opposition from the local 
people down there, another review is being made. We have asked 
the Bureau of Public Roads to work as the Government’ S representa- 
tive with the local people and determine which is truly the best route 
for the highway to follow. 

Mr. Devereux. It is not a matter of present cost but it is a question 
of the future expansion of the air station. 

Commander Mater. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Is that being taken into consideration ? 

Commander Matey. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, so that we have no misunderstand- 
ing about it, with your permission, I would like to at this time put 
into the record a letter addressed to our colleague, Mr. Edward 
Miller. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the letter is put in. 

(The letter follows :) 

PocoOMOKE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, INC., 
Pocomoke City, Md., May 15, 1957. 


Hon. Epwarp T. MILLER, 
House of Representatives, Washington D.C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN MILLER: It has come to our attention that the road from 
United States Route No. 13 to Chincoteague is to be relocated and we are quite 
concerned, since there is some talk of running the new road farther south of the 
base as a continuation of the present road. 

The Pocomoke Chamber of Commerce has been making a study of this road 
location and if the present pattern is followed the future expansion of the 
base will be greatly hindered. However, this road could be run north of the 
base across Mosquito Creek at very little additional expense and this location 
would guarantee future expansion of the base without the necessity of having 
to move the road at any future date. 

The officials of the naval air station, as well as the official governing bodies 
and residents of Accomack County in Virginia and Worcester County in 
Maryland favor the location of this road to the north of the base, which will 
allow further expansion of the station. 

In the interest of the future economy of the Eastern Shore, we hope you 
will do all in your power to recommend the northern route to connect with 
United States Route No. 13 
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We would like to discuss this matter personally with you. Would it be more 
convenient for us to go to Easton, or would it suit you to see us in Pocomoke? 
Any date that will be convenient for you will be satisfactory to us. 

We appreciate the past support you have given us. 

Sincerely, 
LEONARD SCHER, 
President, Pocomoke Chamber of Commerce, Inc. 

The CuairmMan. Now may I ask this: The only thing you are doing 
at Chincoteague is acquiring the land ? 

Captain Artes, And extending the runways, sir. 

The CuarrMan. You classify that as operational facilities? 

Captain Attes. Yes, sir, definitely. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I ask him just one other question 
about this land ¢ 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. I notice that the fee ownership of the land there is 2,300 
acres, and you have 3,180 acres leased. I presume that the 3,180 acres 
which are under lease represents at least in part your land on which 
easements is held? 

Mr. Trencken. The 3,100 acres that are leased, Mr. Hardy, are off- 
shore areas which are used for firing ranges, and so forth, in the bay 
area. 

Mr. Harpy. Then the total size of this base insofar as the property 
included in the base is concerned is 2,380 acres ? 

Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. This 340 acres, then, would still leave you well under 
3,000 acres of land. 

Now the question that I really was trying to get at was this: Are 
there at the present time any restrictive easements held on this land 
that is going to be acquired ? 

Mr. Trencken. There are some easements that will be required 

Mr. Harpy. I am talking about these 342 acres that you are going 
toacquire. Don’t you already hold restrictive easements on that land ¢ 

Mr. Trencken. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

The CuHarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now the next is the “Naval auxiliary landing field, Crows Landing, 
Calif., operational facilities, $39,000.” 

Captain Aires. This is on pages 74 and 75, sir. 

This is for one of the tactical air navigation facilities we spoke of 
before, sir. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The CHarrman. Let’s see. 

Mr. Kelleher refreshes my memory that there is a good deal of land 
squabling going on out there. What is the situation there? You 
have 1,340 acres there now. What is the land situation. 

Captain Ares. I think what is being referred to is the study that 
our command out in San Francisco made, 

Mr. Ketiener. No. 

Captain Ares. In that area. 

Mr. Ketiener. No. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher. 
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Mr. Ketiener. There was a study made in Stanislaus County, 
which is near Crows Landing. 

Captain Ames. Yes. 

Mr. Ketitener. But this is not related to that. The landowners 
in that area who might have some 167 acres in fee acquired and 2,200 
acres in easements have objected very strongly to the acquisition 
because it would interfere with their farming operations, which are 
very extensive. 

The CuatrmMan. Wait one minute. There is no land involved in 
this. 

Mr. Keiiener. No, that land has already been authorized by the 
committee last year and a project also approved by the committee 
when it was submitted. But the Navy made a restudy of the matter 
as a result of some correspondence between the committee and the 
Navy. Apparently they are beginning to work out some compromise, 
but 1t was the subject of consider: able « controversy for a while. 

The Cuarman. Well, there is nothing 

Mr. Kev.ener. Nothing i in this bill that affects it. 

The Cuarrmayn. All right. Then all the Navy has there is 1,340 
acres, isn’t it? 

Captain Artes. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. This project would authorize them to acquire— 
and it has already been authorized in the law—an additional 167 
acres in fee and 2,200 

The Cuarrman. Was that in last year’s bill / 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. To acquire some land. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. How many acres? 

Mr. Keiiener. 167 acres in fee and 2,267 acres in easements. 

The CuatrmMan. Have you acquired that land? 

Captain Ares. I believe Mr. Tiencken can speak to that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Chairman, as you realize, last year we had 
some opposition to the proposal to acquire aviation easements at 
Crows Landing. Field personnel in the 12th Naval District have been 
working very closely with the landowners in the area, and the land- 
owners are going to make some voluntary removals of obstruction. 
We are negotiating with the group now. 

Apparently the difficulties have been ironed out and we expect. to 
negotiate for several easements. The landowners themselves will re- 
move the obstructions which are in the way on some of the other 
property. So, apparently, it will work out quite satisfactorily with 
the local people. 

Mr. Ketieuer. It was to cost $800,000. I assume it will cost much 
less now. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This is for tactical navigation facilities ? 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. That is down to page 17. It is a ead to 12. 
We cannot finish this naval air training station—I mean the fleet 
support air stations this morning, so let’s take a recess until tomorrow 
morning at 10 o’clock. 
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Take a recess until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 
(Whereupon at 11:45 a. m., the committe adjourned to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., May 22, 1957.) 


Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, May 22, 1957. 


(The committee convened at 10 o’clock a. m., the Honorable Carl 
Vinson, chairman of the committee, presiding. ) 

The Cuarman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now members of the committee, I want to ask you to return to 
page 16, “Navy Shipyard, Portsmouth, N. H. Medical facilities, 
$391,000.” 

Now I examined the book last night and read the bill more carefully 
than I have previously done and I find that I think we might without 
hurting the service not consolidate the medical and dental dispensary 
at this place just at this time. 

Now, Captain, what is this item for? 

Captain Aitrs. This is to provide a consolidated dispensary for 
the yard workers and for the crews of the ships in the yard. They 
are now in two locations, in a rather unsatisfactory setup. 

The Cuarrman. Now, how it is unsatisfactory? Because if a man 
has to go from one building to the other building—the facilities will 
a be increased by housing both i in one building ¢ 

Captain Arxs. No, sir. It is because of the crowded conditions 
and the lack of privacy they have in the operation of the dispensary— 
in the way it is set up, sir. 

The Cuarmrman. Well, they are getting fine medical care and atten- 
tion and dental care as it is set up today, are they not? 

_Captain Ares. Yes, sir. We Seue we can improve it by this item, 
sir. 

The CuarrmMan. By getting this one building you will not improve 
in the care and treatment. You will just have it all in one building? 

Captain Ares. In twice as much space. It will relieve the crow ‘d- 
ing, sir. 

The Cuamman. What? 

Captain Arres. It will relieve the crowding 

The CuarrMan. Well, it has been crowded for a long time, and you 

say you have been taking fine care of them. Of course you have. 

‘Now why can’t we post yone the consolidation? Now you have one 
or two other items in this bill along the same line, haven't you? Now 
without hurting the service and without hurting anyone getting 
dental care or medical care, why can’t we postpone and you know 
this is not very high on your pr iority. Now you are going to ask for 

$385 million for works this year, aren’t you ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cramman. All right. You know well enough you are not 
going to put this on a high spot and you are probably not even going 
to ask for it, because your authorization is over $300 million. 

Let’s try to keep it as close to the appropriation as possible. 

Now, how much is your authorization in this bill ? 

Captain Ares. $434.5 million. 
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The CuarrMan. $434 million. Plus how much ? 

Captain Ares. $4214 million of increased authorizations. 

The CuarrMan. $42 million more. 

Captain Amsxs. Of prior 

The Cuarrman. Makes what? 

Captain Ares. $4214 million increased authorization of previously 
authorized projects. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That makes a total of what? 

Captain Ames. About $480 million. 

The CuarrmMan. About $480 million. And against that $480 mil- 
lion you are going to only ask the Appropriations Committee to make 
available $385 million ? 

Captain Ares. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, don’t you know well enough that they are 
not going to be at the top / 

Captain Arxs. It will not be at the top of the list, no, sir. 

The Cuatman. Of course. 

Now members of the committee think we will be clearly justified 
and warranted to pass over this item for the time being and strike out 
this $390,000 for this installation. 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Now, there is another item. Is Mr. Doyle here? 

Mr. Bennerr. Not yet. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I don’t want to take it up until he comes 
in because it is in his district. But I studied this Long Beach, Calif., 
situation. We appropriated—we authorized last year $5 million. 

Now further back in the bill you will find 

Mr. Bennett. Just a minute, Mr. Chairman. He is here now. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Doyle, I am asking the committee to go back 
and consider Long Beach. We passed it over temporarily yesterday. 
You will recall last year we authorized $5 million, to try to handle 

Mr. Bray. What page is that in the big book ? 

Captain Armes. It is page 11 and page 12, sir. 

The Crarrman. The Department sought to get a contract and 
advertised for bids. There were 6 bidders. The lowest bidder was $2 
million over what we authorized. So back in the bill a little bit fur- 
ther you will find where they are asking to increase that authorization 
to $7 million. 

Now in view of the fact that not anything has been done and you 
haven’t a contract to carry out what we authorized and appropriated 
the money last year, it occurs to me we are not on sound ground by 
making an additional authorization at this time, especially in view of 
the fact that I think it might be helpful that a little bit later on dur- 
ing the session or during the vacation a subcommittee go out there 
and look over the situation and have a most careful study made 
again by the Engineers. 

Now we have $60 million invested. We are going to try to save 
that, but at the same time if we are up against a stone wall and can’t 
save it the sooner we are advised about it then we will be that much 
better off, and it will govern us and guide us in future development 
of this great plant. 

Now, of course, further in this bill is some money at Long Beach 
for piers. Now that has no relation to the industrial yard. The 
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facts from the book and from the information I have would warrant 
approving the item, because the piers are necessary for the fleet that 
comes into the harbor. 

But for this item, I don’t think, Mr. Doyle, that we are on sound 
grounds to go ahead and authorize any more money there until we can 
find out if we can get a contract for the first repairs or first expenditure 
to try to meet the emergency that exists there. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman, do I understand there is $5 million 
authorized and appropriated last year? 

The Cuarrman. Absolutely. 

Mr. Kitpay. Which has not been obligated ? 

The Cuatrman. And not been—— 

Admiral Meape. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that we have a 
contract in the amount of $4,375,000 within the first authorization at 
this time. 

The Cuarrman. No, no. What is this $2 million more at Long 
Beach for in the bill? 

Admiral Mave. We had to reduce the scope of the contract to keep 
it within the funds available. 

The Cuarrman. Oh. Then you are only going to do $4 million 
worth ? 

Admiral Mrapg. About $5 million worth. 

The Cuarrman. And you figure that it would cost—your low bid 
was $7 million. 

Admiral Mrapr. That is the reason for the request for increase in 
authorization. 

The Cuamman. Well, all right. 

Admiral Mrape. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. There is no hesitancy on my part to grant you that. 

Admiral Mrape. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. I think we are warranted in doing that, because 
we have already appropriated money. You didn’t make the contract. 
No contract has been let ? 

Admiral Meapr. Yes, sir. <A contract has been awarded. 

The CuatrMan. Well, I was advised that no contract had been let. 

Mr. Corz. It might have been let last night. 

The CuatrMan. Well, when was it let ? 

Mr. Cote. Let’s find out when it was let. 

The Cuatman. My information was brought to me, that the $5 
million contract had not been let, there were 6 bidders, and the lowest 
bidder was $2 million more than the $5 million. And we have it in 
this bill. Find the point in this bill to give them $2 million. 

Mr. Ketienuer. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Meapr. My information, sir, is that the contract has been 
awarded, 

The CuatrmMan. Well, now, we will have to clear that up, because 
one of my main men advised me in the Department that the contract 
had not been let. And he only did it an hour ago. [Laughter.] 

The CHatrMAN. Because when I called him about it, he said— 
now read the item in the bill about. the $2 million. 

Admiral Mrapr. With the chairman’s permission, we will check 
that by telephone. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir; you check up by telephone. I think my 
source is correct. [ Laughter. ] 
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The Cuarrman. I don’t think this contract has been let. Where is 
the item ? 

Mr. Ketitener. Page 31, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Waita minute. Page 31 of the bill? 

Mr. Keiitener. Yes, sir. It is line 16, under the subheading “Ship- 
yard facilities” with respect to the Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, 
Calif., strike out “$5,984,000” and insert in place thereof “$8, 169 000.” 

The Cuarrman. And that i is what it was for. 

Mr. Core. It is almost twice what they estimated it would cost. 

Mr. Dorie. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. I think this—Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Dorie. Well, may I read this to you before you make up your 
final suggestion ? 

The CuatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Doyte. I appreciate the personal courtesy in having this mat- 
ter come up when I am here on the committee. 

While Long Beach is no longer in my district, as you know—it 

was in my district for 7 years, 6 or 7, and I am personally familiar 
with the yard. I think about 70 percent of the employees in that 
yard live in my congressional district. They don’t live in the Long 
Beach end of the State. They live in my district. 

But because of my familiarity with the problem and knowledge 
of the great efficiency of this yard during the war and of its strategic 
importance and also because I went all through the early history of 
the question of subsidence, I took the liberty ‘yesterd: ay of notifying 
the honorable mayor of the city of Long Beach, George Vermillion, 
of what had been said before this committee on the question of pur- 
chase of the land and the question of Southern California Edison and 
Ford plants proposing to move. 

I will read you the telegram that I received from the honorable 
mayor of the city of Long Beach just an hour ago: 

Congressman CLYDE DOYLE, 
23d District, Washington, D. C.: 

Received your message. The following facts substantiated. Actual rate of 
subsidence November 1950 to November 1951 was 2.4 feet per year. February 
1956 to February 1957 the rate was 1.3 feet per year. This rate of decrease 
covers the area north and east of northwest property line of Navy’s holdings, 
which is actually the whole or the maximum point of subsidence. Remind if 
necessary that Navy Department never actually bought the land but received it 
for only $1. 

Now that statement by the mayor substantiates my statement of 
the day before yesterday, that I knew the Navy had not bought it, 
that it was a donation—in respect of the rec one of the Navy before 
us that they paid several hundred thousand dollars for it, which I 
believe was in error. 

I quote again: 

Contracting officials of Southern California Edison Co. found they have no 
plans whatever for abandoning the Long Beach steam plant on Terminal 
Island. Further, they volunteered further assistance to Long Beach in this 
matter. Statement by R. W. Settles, manager of Long Beach Ford plant, with 
approval of Detroit, is that Long Beach assembly plant is important operation 
in overall plans of Ford division. It is strategically located in a major market 
area. Over past several years have added own seawall, construction period- 
ically, to insure uninterrupted operation. Are planning further additions to 


give protection for a number of additional years necessary. Hope this informa- 
tion helps. Please call on us if we can be of additional service. 


(Signed) GrorGE N. VERMILLION, 
Mayor of Long Beach, Calif. 
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I think, Mr. Chairman, that telegram about the Edison Co. and 
Ford plant are especially pertinent, these comments are, in view of 
your natural deduction day before yesterday announced that if pri- 
yate industry is moving out why should the Navy stay. This gives 
concrete evidence of the fact that private industry is not moving out. 

The CuatrMan. I may say in that connection, of course I recognize 
the news spreads very rapidly pertaining to certain activities any- 
where in the country. It gets to California about as quick as it gets 
down here to the Navy yard or any other place. 

This morning the Ford manager called me up and said their plans 
were not to move away from there. 

Mr. Doytx. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. But that has no bearing on our point right now. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CiarrMan. Our point is would we be justified in view of the 
facts and circumstances, as no contract has been let for the $5 million 
and they are asking to increase it to $8 million, to do the first work 
to try to protect the yard—why we should continue to authorize 
$4,660,000. 

I don’t think we are warranted and the facts don’t justify us in 
doing so. Therefore, I am moving that we strike out 

Mr. Coir. Mr. Chairman, may I at this point indicate that the 
Member of the House who represents Long Beach, Mr. Hosmer, spoke 
to me yesterday afternoon. He said some question about this item 
had been raised in the committee and I indicated to him that he would 
have an opportunity to make whatever representations that he may 
have in mind. 

The CHatrman. Yes, all right. 

Mr. Coz. Therefore, I do concur in your suggestion. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Core. That the item be deferred for further study by the com- 
mittee. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Notify the Member from that dis- 
trict to be here in the morning at 10 o’clock and we will take it up. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorer. Mr. Chairman, if I might make so bold, I think 
it would be a good idea if we could clear up this matter of the land, 
whether it was purchased by the Navy or whether it was not pur- 
chased by the Navy. I think there is quite a discrepancy there. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Admiral. 

Admiral Meape. Mr. Chairman, everything that has been said here 
is correct. The city did donate the major portion of this land, but 
the Navy did acquire a portion of it, too. 

Mr. Cote. You are not talking about the same land. 

Admiral Mrapr. So, everything that has been said here is correct 
and consistent, if you take that into account. 

Mr. Doyix. May I ask you this? You are not talking about the 
same land ¢ 

Admiral Meane. I would say in connection with the base of Ter- 
minal Island, including the shipyard and the naval station, that there 
were Navy acquisitions—there were some private holdings there which 
the Navy did acquire. 

Mr. Hess. $9,800,000, according to the book. 

Admiral Mrapr. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Could that mean value rather than cost? 
Mr. Dorte. That is not purchase price, I am satisfied. 
The Cuairman. Well 
Mr. Keuiener. It should be cost. 

Captain Errer. Mr. Chairman, I am Captain Etter, Director of the 
Construction Division, sir. The $9 million cost, Mr. Chairman, in- 
cludes both the private interests that we acquired there, which was a 
minimum amount of land, plus 104 acres which we made when we 
constructed the mole, a total cost of $9 million. 

The Cuarman. It is reclaimed land ? 

Captain Errer. Yes, sir. It is accreted land from fill. 

The Cuarrman. I think—of course, in deference to our colleague we 
will give him an opportunity to appear. To my way of thinking 
today, we will not be warranted in making this authorization of 
$4,660,000, until we first find out what you are going to do and how 
you are going to spend your first authorization and appropriation, of 
$5 million, plus the $2 million you are asking for in this bill. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, in order to obtain a reasoned judgment, it 
would seem to me it would require more time than is available for con- 
sideration by the full committee because you would just disband fur- 
ther consideration of the remainder of the bill. 

I therefore suggest that the Chair appoint a subcommittee of 3 or 5 
members to make a special inquiry into this and report its recom- 
mendations to the committee, hoping that it might be accomplished by 
the time the bill is considered in the House. 

If the subcommittee’s recommendation is favorable to the Navy’s 
request, why the committee can act in whatever fashion it so desires. 

The Cuairman. Well, if the subcommittee has not made a report 
back by the time we have finished the bill and we reported to the 
House, then the sense of the committee would be we would have to 
delete the item until the subcommittee made a final report. Then, 
without objection, we will take that course. 

Captain Artes. Mr. Chairman, one last item, if I may. The Wash- 
ington representative of the Ford Motor Co. is here and he has brought 
me a telegram confirming what the Congressman from California has 
mentioned. 

The Cuarrman. Put it in the record. 

Captain Attes. Saying that— 





Long Beach assembly plant is a permanent plant of our assembly-plant system. 


The Cuairman. Of course itis. Weall recognizethat. Weare not 
going to try to move the plant. We just want to know where we are 
standing with reference to the ground slipping out from under us. 
| Laughter. | 

(The telegram referred to is as follows :) 


RopNEY MARKLEY, 
1200 Wyatt Building, Washington, D. C.: 


The following telegram was sent to the Honorable Craig Hosmer, House of 
Representatives, Washington, D. C., May 21, “It is my understanding that at 
a meeting of the House Armed Services Committee today it was stated that the 
Ford division of the Ford Motor Co. plans to move from its assembly plant in 
the Terminal Isiand section of Long Beach, Calif., in the near future. Please 
be advised that there are no plans for such a move and that we consider the 
Long Beach assembly plant a permanent part of our assembly-plant system.” 


R. 8S. MCNAMARA, 
Vice President and General Manager, Ford Division. 
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The Cuairman. When we finished, we were on page 18 of the bill, 
What page in the book ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. 76. 

The Cuaimman. “Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Edenton, N. C., 
operational facilities, $199,000.” 

Mr. Kevitener. 76, Mr. Chairman, in the book. 

The Cuamman. Now justify the tactical and naval aviation facili- 
ties, optical landing system—you need not go into that because we 
alre: dy adopted a policy on that. 

Mr. Ketiener. On both of them. 

The Cuarrman. Yes; we adopted a policy on both of them. 

Without objection, that item is approved. 

The Cuamrman. Now, “Naval Auxiliary Air Station, El Centro, 
= operational fac ilities, housing, and land acquisition,’ 

Captain Aires. There are three items for this station, sir. 
oo CuarrMaNn. El] Centro is in the Imperial Valley, is it? 
Captain Ares. We have a very important air station down there, 
sir. It provides facilities to support fleet aircraft, rocket, gunnery, 
bombing, and antisubmarine warfare, and night field carrier landing 
practice training operations. 

The first and second items are similar to previously justified items, 
The first is for extension of the east-west runway and taxiways 
from 9,500 feet to 13,500 feet. Field lighting, site preparation, drain- 
age, fencing, relocation of canals, roads, and powerlines, and fee acqui- 
sition of 482 acres of private land for the extension of the paving and 

crash strip at the end of the runway. 

The second item is an optical landing system for $175,000, similar 
to the item justified previously. 

The third item is a messhall at an estimated cost of $464,000. The 
existing temporary wood-frame messhall was built in 1942 with a 
seating capacity of 125 men. Of over 2,000 enlisted men at this sta- 
tion, approximately 1,426 require messing facilities, The existing 
structure will be razed and the new messhall will be constructed to 

“at, 400 men at one time, providing 1,000-man capacity. 

The Cuarrman. When did we establish this activity ? 

Captain Atrrs. 1943, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And we have spent $15,492,000 there ? 

Captain Arges. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The runway extension, including land acquisi- 
— Now you propose to acquire 482 acres of ground. 

Captain Armes. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. What is the appraised value of that land now? 
We want to find out something about all this land as we go along. 

Mr. ‘Trencken. The ¢ appraisal on this land was made by Mr. Tevis 
T. Westgate, of Anaheim, Calif. It supports the request for $388,000 
for the land acquisition. The appraisal, the actual appraised value 
of 6 parcels of land was $320,000. 

The CHatrMan. How much is that an acre? 

Mr. Trencken. The appraised value is about $648 an acre. 

The Cuamman. Of course, down there the land is all subject to 
irrigation, or has the benefit of irrigation. It has always been high- 
cost land after it has been developed. 

Now you consider this one of your items that is high in priority? 

Captain Armes. Yes, sir; it is a very important field to our fleet 











operations. This is where our carrier groups go to get their train- 
ing in the items I mentioned before, the ; gunnery training and every- 
thing like that, when they are off the carriers. 

The Cramman. If the budget or the Congress did not approve 

this item, what effect would it have on your fleet operations ¢ 

Captain Atxs. Well, it will seriously affect our training with these 
new planes. It is part of the basic fleet training, keeping our fleet 
squadrons right up to snuff, sir. 

The Cuamman. Then the planes that serve the airplane carriers 
fiy off and come off to El Centro, is that correct ? 

Captain Atres. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. A distance of about how far? 

Admiral Coorrr. A distance of about 90 miles. 

Captain Aimegs. About 90 miles. 

Admiral Coorrr. About 90 to 100 miles. 

The Cuarrman. And those planes are based in San Diego? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. How large a training program is constantly car 
ried on there ? 

Captain Amrs. We have about 146 planes there, sir. At present we 
have 42. We are planning to operate about 146 planes out of there. 

The Cuatrman. About 146 planes! 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How often are they on the field? How often are 
they flown in there? 

Captain Aires. This would be a more or less permanent thing. 
They would be rotated—as one group goes out another group. comes 
right in. 

The Cuarrman. Then the field will be constantly in use? 

Captain Aixs. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon, Nev.— 
oper ational facilities and land ac ‘quisition, $4,199,000. 

Captain Ames. The naval auxiliary air station, at Fallon, Nev., has 
three line items, at an estimated cost of $4,199,000, similar to the items 
that we had at El Centro. 

The first is for extension of a northwest-southeast runway from 
10,000 feet to 14,000 feet. Also included in this item are taxiway 
extension, field lighting, drainage, site preparation, relocation of a 
highway and utilities, and fee acquisition of 1,880 acres of private 
land, and withdrawal of 3,120 acres of public-domain land. 

The other two line items are for the tactical air navigation facility, 
costing $39,000, and the optical landing system, for $160,000—similar 
to items of that sort Bt iously mentioned, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Captain, I see you already have 331,599 acres. 
Now this is comparable to the base and the mission down at E] Centro, 
isn’t it ? 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, why is it necessary to have such a large area 
in Nevada and such a small area down in southern California, in com- 

yarison, where both of them are doing the same thing? Planes are 
pein off of the ships to these places and there they practice and carry 
on whatever training program you have. 
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Captain Ares. The target ranges actually were not included—— 

The CuarrmMan. What is it? 

Captain Ares. The target ranges that we use at El Centro were not 
included in that list, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, then you are not giving 

Captain Ares. The acreage here at Fallon includes the target 

ranges, sir, which are the gunnpey range at Humboldt, 174,144 acres; 
gunnery range at Pershing, 95,856 acres; and 2 targets—we speak of 
them as targets Nos. 16 and 17—of 56,000 acres. 

The CuarrMan. Now you want to take 3,120 acres of public domain. 
In addition, you want to buy how many acres of privately owned land ? 

Captain Arigs. 1,980, sir. 

The CuarrMan. 1,900 acres ? 

Captain Ars. 1,980 acres, sir. 

The Cuaiman. 1,980. And already you got three-hundred-and- 
some-odd thousand. 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Don’t you think you have enough land—331,000 
acres? Did you ever walk over an acre of ground on a hot day? 

[ Laughter. | 

The Cuairman. I want to tell you 300,000 acres of ground—or 
visualize 

Captain Airs. It is in the wrong place. 

The Cuarrman. What ? 

Captain Ares. It is in the wrong place. It is not at the end of 
the runway, where we need it, sir. 

The CuatrMan, All this is contiguous, isn’t it? It is all in one 
tract of land ? 

Captain Ares. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You got 

Captain Airs. The target range is away from the air station. 

Mr. Trencken. We have a map of the air station here. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s see how the air station looks today. 

Mr. Tiencken. The air station is the relatively small area on which 
the runways are located. It is intended to extend the runway down 
into this area, which requires the acquisition of this additional land, 
and also the land up to the north, as a protection for the approach 
zone to that runway. These properties will be at the air station 
proper. 

The large areas that you refer to are target areas that are some 
distance away from the station. 

The CHarrMan. Well, how much are you going to have to pay for 
this 1,900 acres of ground ? What do you estimate the cost of that ? 

Captain AILEs, $383,000 i is our estimate, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Break that down. I can’t figure that way. How 
much an acre? 

Captain Artes. About $193 per acre, sir. 

The Crairman. Now, land out in Nevada is bringing about $193 
and within 18 miles of Jacksonville we only estimate it would be #80. 

Mr, Trencken. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarmman. That is probably due to Reno. 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Chairman, this figure is based upon an ap- 
praisal made by M. FE. Domonoske, of Fallon. It covers nine parcels 
of land and the land is irrigated farmland. 
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Mr. Hess. Any improvements on it? 

Mr. TrencKken. Yes, sir. There are some improvements. The 
improvements were valued at approximately $83,500. 

The Cuarrman. Of course all the departments have the habit of 
finding the prettiest land and the highest priced land to locate a great 
many of these installations on. They have been paying very ‘high 
prices for property that should never be taken off the tax rolls because 
it aids in the economy of the country. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman. I dont understand. This field is for the 
purpose of fleet training. Then why do you go so far inland to do it ¢ 

Captain AILEs. This is in the San’ Francisco complex, sir. 

Mr. Corte. How far from San Francisco ? 

Captain Ares. It is 229 miles from Moffett Field up to this field. 

Mr. Corte. You only have an investment there of about $10 million 
now and you expect to enlarge it to an investment of $40 miilion ? 

C aptain Attes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cote. What you are asking for now is only about half of the 
eventual investment. 

Captain Ars. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Clear this up. Isn’t the training you are receiv- 
ing there now what you need and what you require to bring about effi- 
cient operation of the planes? 

Captain Ais. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Well, why isn’t the situation satisfactory today ? 

Captain Airs. We are getting faster, heavier planes. We need 
longer runways, sir. 

The Cuamman. Well, now sir, is this—this item does not say for 
extending the runway. 

Captain Args. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Does it? 

Captain Ames. Yes,sir. It is basically for increasing the safety of 
operation. 

The Cuairman, Oh, yes. 

Captain Arges. We don’t intend to change our operation there at 
all. 

The Cuatrmayn. All right. 

Captain Ames. All these three items are for increased safety in 
operation, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How many planes will use this field ? 

Captain Artes. Ultimately 105, sir. 

The Cuarmman. 105? 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How constant will that 105 be there ? 

Captain Artes. That will be a constant load on that field, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What ? 

Captain Ares. This will be a constant load at this field, sir. 

The Cuairman. Many of the big carriers come into San Francisco 
Bay? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Where is the headquarters of the Pacific Fleet? 
Is 3 San Francisco Bay ? 

Captain Artes. The headquarters is at Pearl Harbor but the home 
ports of the ships have been spread out, sir, between San Francisco 
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and San Diego, in order to get limited amount of dispersion at least 
and break up our targets. 

The CHamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is seaplane facility, Hertford, N. C. Operational facili- 
ties, waterfront facilities, supply facilities, housing, and utilities, 
$8,051,000. Let's find that. 

Now, Captain, isn’t that a new place? 

Captain Ares. This is an old place that we are fixing up for our 
seaplane base, ultimately to take the P6M, sir, that is the Martin 
Mariner. 

Admiral Cooprr. The Seamaster. 

Captain Aires. The big Seamaster plane. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What was the mission of this station when it was 
built ? 

Captain Ares. Naval air station, sir, at Harvey Point. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. It was used in World War II, was it not? 

Captain AILgs. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrrman. Now, members 

Captain Axes. It was a naval seaplane base, 

(Mr. Kelleher aside. ) 

The CHatrman., Let’s turn back. I want to ask one question about 
Fallon, Nev. Isn’t there some dispute going on now between the 
Interior Department and the Navy Department with reference to 
what is called Sahwave Range? 

Captain Briperrs. Mr. Chairman, I am Captain Bridgers, Office of 
Chief of Naval Operations, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Captain Brineers. I have been following this quite closely, sir, and 
you are correct that there is a problem. However, I think it has 
been resolved to the satisfaction of the Nevada delegates and Interior. 

The CuarrMan. Now, the other committee that handles it, Mr. 
Engle’s committee, and the Interior Department, have all been con- 
cerned about the utilization of certain public domain land there, 
haven't they ? 

Captain Brincers. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. What is the situation about it? What was the 
complaint ? 

Captain Brincers. We were trying to get two large areas to con- 
duct our air-to-air gunnery over. One is the Sahwave Mountain area. 
The other is the Black Rock Desert. The Air Force are making avail- 
able about 2 million acres in the northern half of their Tonopah-Nellis 
Range, and we can now use that in lieu of the Black Rock area. We 
still urgently need the Sahwave Range of about 1 million acres. 

The CHairmMan. Of course, under the bill we passed the other day, 
you have to have a special bill of the House for it, haven’t you ? 

Captain Bringes. When that bill becomes law, that will be correct, 
sir. 

Mr. Ke.titener. They hope to get it before that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gavin. What do you mean? How will it be corrected ? 

Captain Brees. I beg your pardon, sir? 

Mr. Gavin. How will it be corrected ? 

The CuatrmMan. You have to have a special act of Congress for over 
5,000 acres, to take any public domain. Heretofore, in the past, public 
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domain has been appropriated by departmental agreements. In the 
bill that we passed the other day, that has been stopped, and wherever 
there is over 5,000 acres then you have to get a specific law for that 
purpose. Isn’t that correct 

Mr. Ketiener. They hope to get this land before the bill becomes 
law, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Then what you are after is to get this land before 
the bill becomes law ? 

Captain Brivers. That is my understanding, yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. In other words, to use an old expression, you are 
trying to beat them to the draw? [ Laughter. | 

Captain Bringes. Not exactly, sir. We have been working quite 
elosely with both Interior- 

The CuarrmMan. Now, Interior doesn’t think you need it, isn’t that 
it? 

Captain Briners. No, sir. Interior is in the middle on this. They 
are not questioning now our need at all. They have been told by 
Mr. Engle not to issue a public withdrawal until he clears them. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. Wouldn’t it be a good thing to get 
someone from the Department or the committee here before we go 
any deeper into this matter ? 

The Cuarrman. Well, I think this. I think probably they might 
be on sound grounds not to require any of this public domain. You 
don’t need the public domain for the purpose of extending the run- 
way. You only need it for a gunnery range, isn’t it, that is all? 

Captain Bringgs. In this bill, sir? 

The Cuatrman. No; at Fallon. 

Captain Brincers. No, sir. The 3,000 acres of public domain here 
is needed to extend the runway at Fallon 

The Cuatrman. I see. 

Captain Bringers. We are operating there now. 

The Cuarrman. I know you are operating there. Then this 1 mil- 
lion acres that you want—then that is what is indispute with the 
Department of the Interior ? 

Captain Bringers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And the Air Force have already made available 
a large area of land to you for gunnery practice ? 

Captain Brinerrs. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. So notwithstanding—how many acres of land did 
the Air Force give you? 

Captain Brineers. They made available approximately 2 million, 
of which we can use about a million and a half. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s add it up. The Air Force gave you 2 million 
acres ¢ 

Captain Brincrers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You start off—let’s see what the book says. How 
many acres ? 

Mr. Keviever. 331,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. 331,000. We are going to purchase 400,000 acres. 
Now you are asking Interior to make available how many more acres / 

Captain Brincers. One million 1, sir. 

The CuarrMan. One million 1? 

Now that will be 3,731,000 acres at this airbase to accommodate 
125 planes, on an average. 
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Captain Brincrers. Would the Chairman bear with me? It is a very 
complicated problem. 

The Cuarrman. Well, it is complicated. It is complicated to my 
mind how you can cover all that area in a training program—3,731,000. 

Now, Captain, you and the Navy Department ought to know that 
we want to give you what land you need, but you are just trying 
to bite too much of the public domain. You just say, “It doesn’t cost 
anything and we will just take it away and put it in these naval 
reservations.” 

Captain Briverers. May I try to defend my case, sir? 

Mr. Coxe. Let’s hear the captain. 

ae CHarrMAN. Yes, sir. 

Captain Brincers. This has been going on, as you are aware, sir, 
for quite a while, and the acquisition of the private interests within 
this Sahwave Range was authorized and appropriated in the 1956 bill, 
sir. 

2 he CuamMan. By the private interests themselves ? 

Captain Bripcers. Yes, sir. 

a he CuarrMAN. So you could bomb all through it! 

Captain Briwerrs. No, sir; it is for gunnery, sir. 

The Cuarman. So you could fire the shells all through ? 

Captain Briperrs. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. And has that money been spent? 

Captain Brincers. No, sir; it has not. 

The Cuarrman. You haven’t bought any private interests out over 
these public domains, have you? 

Captain Briogers. Within one-half of the area under question now, 
sir, we have acquired the rights of the private interests, and have been 
pay ing leasehold on them for over 2 years. 

The Cuatrman. On this 1 million acres? 

Captain Brivgers. Yes, sir; part of it. 

The CuatrmMan. On part of this 1 million acres? 

Captain Brinegrers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. How much of it? 

Captain Bripeers. Approximately 600,000, sir. 

The CuarrMaAn. Well, I think the committee would be wise if it be- 
gins to slow down the Department in acquiring public domain. We 
will give them what they need. But they found out it was free land 
and we were rather in a generous mood and we went along with them. 
But it is beginning to be a serious problem now. It became so serious 
that Congress passed a bill to say that no more public lands can go to 
the Department over 5,000 acres without specific legislation. 

Captain Briverrs. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I move you that this project be dis- 
approved until we hear from Interior relative to the 1 million—— 

The CuairmMan. There is part of it Mr. Gavin where we would be 
sound. That is the extension of the runway. The main thing that I 
me talking about has no direct bearing on this item, does it ? 

Captain Briperrs. No, sir. 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask just one question 
if I can. 

The CuairMan, Proceed. 











Mr. Parrerson. What kind of an airplane do you use in this area? 

Captain Bripeers. They are all jets. 

Mr. Parrerson. All jets? 

Captain Brinegrrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Parrerson. You know, Mr. Chairman, the jets are a pretty fast 
airplane and in gunnery, even in their glides, a million acres isn’t 
much. 

The Cuatrman. All right, in addition to that they have 2 million 
acres that the Air Force gave them. They have now in their possession 
2 million acres the Air Force gave them, plus three-hundred-and-some- 
odd thousand acres now, for the gunnery range. 

Captain Brinerrs. Mr. Chairman, the committee that went most 
thoroughly into this, Mr. Engle’s committee, stated in their report 
that we had made our ease for this area. We have worked with 
Interior. We have worked out a satisfactory proposed land with- 
drawal. It is my understanding that a public hearing has been 
scheduled in Nevada for the 7th of June to take care of Interior's 
commitment to the people there. We urgently need this area, sir-——— 

The CHamrman. Well, that is not involved in this bill, that par- 
ticular area. 

Captain Brinerrs. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The 300,000 acres is not involved in our conver- 
sation. 

Captain Brinerers. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Not a bit. But I wanted to bring it up and let 
the committee know that in addition to this 331,000 of public domain, 
that you already have 2 million acres from the Air Force and you 
are asking Interior for 1 million acres more. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. Let me find out, Mr. Chairman, for my own satisfaction, 
This project you are approving here has no bearing on this 1 million 
acres that you are talking about. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. No bearing at all. 

Mr. Gavin. Nothing whatsoever. 

The CHarMan. Not at all. 

Mr. Gavin. We are going to further discuss the advisability of 
the acquisition of the 1 million acres in which they say they have 
already secured rights or lease of 600,000. 

The Cuamman. Well, that has to be worked out with the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted a comment ? 
We have prepared the real estate project submission which will come 
before the subcommittee in the next couple of weeks outlining exactly 
what has been worked out with both the Interior Committee, the 
Interior Department, and in e-yercoeny with the authorization for 
gunnery targets that were made 2 years ago. And that project will 
be submitted to the subcommittee onthiy the next couple of weeks. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, that item stands, 

We get back now to Hertford, N. C. Now, where is that in the 
book ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Eighty-seven. 

Captain Aires. It is on page 87 through page 104. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Durham spoke to me yesterday about this. 
He had to go to California last night. I think we had better—what 
is this item about ? 
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Captain Aires. This is for a seaplane base, the second increment 
of the construction of that seaplane base. The actual location is 
at Harvey Point. Hertford is the nearest community having a post 
office. For this reason, the name of the facility has been changed to 
Hertford. 

We request authorization for 16 line items—— 

The Cuatrman. Now wait 1 minute, Captain. 

Mr. Gubser, a member of the committee, is asking that we consider 
Lemoore, Calif., item in view of the fact that he has to catch a plane 
in a few minutes. We will be glad to have him make his statement, 
but we have the representative from that district—who is it? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Hagen. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hagen. Is Mr. Hagen here? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir, he is. 

Mr. Price. He is sitting back here. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Where is the item in the bill 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 18, line 14, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Page what of the bill? 

Captain Ames. Page 109. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Page 18 of the bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Page 18. 

Mr. Keviener. Line 14. 

Captain Ares. Is that Lemoore? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now “Lemoore, Calif., operational fa- 
cilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities, $30,594,000." Now what 
page is it in the book? 

Captain Ares. Page 109. 

Mr. Brooks. 110 in mine. 

Captain Artes. There is a summary page, 109, and then the details 
follow through on page 110 through 116, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Now, there are some witnesses that have been re- 
quested to appear before the committee in regard to this item. We 
will have to be very patient and go into this most carefully, because 
there are various things involved in this. 

All right, Mr.—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Hagen. 

Captain Artes. May I summarize the request, sir? 

The Cuatrman. Let us hear our colleague, Mr. Gubser. You want 
to make a statement. 

Mr. Guprser. I want to be here just when this is going on. Thank 
you for your consideration. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Let the Department present its case. 

Captain Artes. This project is the second increment of a station 
being newly developed as a master jet field. It includes 7 line 
items for a total of $30,594,000. Last year the first increment was au- 
thorized for $10,089,000 for land acquisition and plans and specifica- 
tions for the required facilities. 

This increment is for the orderly development to permit. placing 
the station on an operational basis as early as possible. 

The line items include the first increment of runways, taxiways and 
parking area, $18,109,000; providing two 13,500-feet-long runways, 
a parallel and a centroid area taxiway, a compass rose, blast resistance 
shoulders, and area of stabilized soil. Lighting system and a single 
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unit of the optical landing system. A control tower, $297,000. A 
hangar, $3,230,000. Fuel storage and distribution system, $1,171,000. 
Providing 9 tanks of 65,000 barrels for stor age of jet aviation gas and 

motor fuel. Utilities and services, $5,537, 000 for electrical, heating, 
sewage collection and treatment, water and compressed air systems to 
service the various facilities to be constructed. 

The main station road, $1,550,000. A two-lane, 24-foot wide as- 
phaltic-concrete main access road to administration and operational 
areas of the station. Anda railroad spur for $700,000 from the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad for rail delivery of supplies during construction 
and when the station became oper: ational. 

This is to be one of our main fleet jet bases in California, sir. This 
is to take practically all of the jet load away from Moffett. 

The CHamman. Now, what is the military mission of a jet base 
such as this, different from that of a gunnery base or a training base ? 

Captain Artes. May I ask Admiral Cooper? He has a statement in 
regard to this field. He will take it up from there. 

Admiral Coorrr. I would like to answer first your question, Mr. 
Chairman. The jet base at Lemoore will be the home station for the 
carrier air groups based in the San Francisco area. From that base 
they will do their navigation training, their carrier landing training, 
and all of the other training necessary, with the exception of gunnery. 
When the time comes for gunnery and bombing training, then they 
will go up to Fallon and will get their bombing and rocketry training 
at Fallon. Then they will a to their normal base and by that 
time be prepared to go overse That is the rotational problem that 
continues all the time for the viel adrons in the San Francisco area 

The CuHatrman. Now, what particular type of training takes pl: ce 
at the main base, at Lemoore ? 

Admiral Coorrr. At the main base at Lemoore—we will have our 
field carrier landing practice. Our navigation training flights will 
originate and terminate there. The constant practice of landing and 
taking off in the normal course of events to ensure the proficiency of 
the pilots in getting up and getting down, will take place there. The 
instrument training flying w ill take place there. 

The CuarmMan. W ell, 1 now, where is all this training taking place 
now ? 

Admiral Coorrr. It is taking place at Moffett Field. 

The CuHarrman. All right. Now, tell the committee how close 
Moffett Field is to this field. 

Admiral Coorrr. Moffett Field is 146 miles distant. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Admiral Coorrr. From Lemoore. 

The CHarrman. That is right. Just about the time he gets up in 
the air he is at Lemoore. 

Why couldn’t we have developed Moffett Field? Was it feasible 
to do so? 

Admiral Coorrr. It was just simply not feasible to do so. 

Mr. Cote. Why? Why not? 

Admiral Cooper. Because of the nearness of the highways and 
nearness of the bay and the nearness of the cities and the 
nearness of the whole community around there. It was just simply 
not feasible to develop Moffett Field. 
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The Cuairman. Now last year we authorized this base, did we not ? 

Admiral Coorrr. That is correct, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And at that time we were convinced that it wasn’t 
feasible to develop Moffett Field. 

Admiral Cooper. That is correct, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. So we had to go out in this vicinity, as not too far 
away from the ships berthed in the San Francisco Bay. 

Admiral Cooper. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And this is about how far from Moffett, did you 
say ¢ 

Admiral Cooper. It is about 120 miles, sir. 

Captain Ares. 146. 

Admiral Coorrer. About 140 miles. 

The CHarman. Give us the distance from the bay. About how 
many miles? 

Admiral Coorrr. It would be 146 miles to Moffett and an additional 
24 miles to Alameda. 

The Cuairman. All right. Then it is 

Mr. Ketiener. 170. 

The Cuatrrman. About 170 miles. 

Admiral Cooper. 170 miles to the dockside. 

The Cuarrman. Where the ships will be? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

The CHamman. Now after this type of training you just described 
has taken place, then the next step is to go to Fallon, Nev.; is that 
correct ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. That is the step 

The Cuarrman. And there they will have the gunnery training. 

Admiral Cooper. And they will get their gunnery training. 

The Cuatrman. And dropping bombs. 

Admiral Cooper. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. And things of that nature. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. And then they return back to the fleet, is that 
correct ¢ 

Admiral Cooper. That is correct, yes. 

The Cuarrman. And that goes on constantly ¢ : 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, we are having a little trouble over at Lemoore 
with the Interior Department also, haven’t we ? 

Admiral Cooper. No, sir, I know of no problem with the Interior 
Department. 

The Cuarrman. Has all of that been cleared up? How many acres 
of public domains did we take there ? 

Mr. Ketiener. It is all privately owned land, at Lemoore. 

The Cuarman. All privately owned land at Lemoore? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes. 

The CHatrMan. We have bought all of it? 

Mr. Keiiener. Not yet. The project is before the committee right 
now. 

The Caran. I see. 


Mr. Core. Will this replace the work that is now being done at 
Moffett? 
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Admiral Coorrr. It will replace the work that is being done at. Mof- 
fett insofar as the jet aircraft is concerned, yes, sir. 

Mr. Core. How will Moffett be used afterward ? 

Admiral Cooper. Moffett will be utilized by the transport squadrons, 
by the patrol squadrons, and the present plan is to move some of the 
reserves from Oakland down there. The slower propeller-type plans 
will still use Moffett Field. 

The Cuarrman. We won't have to spend any money on Moffett Field 
in view of its main mission has been transferred to Lemoore. 

Admiral Cooper. At the time when the jet mission has been trans- 
ferred front Moffett, we should not have te spend any more money for 
that purpose at Moffett, no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Arenps. Do you have a comparable field to this somewhere else ? 

Admiral Coorrer. The comparable field to Lemoore 

Mr. AreNps. To Lemoore. 

Admiral Coorer. Miramar in San Diego, Oceana, Va., and Cecil 
Field, Fla., are comparable. 

The Cuarrman. You have four? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Two on the Pacific and two on the Atlantic? 

Admiral Cooper. That is correct. 

Mr. Gavin. How much do we have invested in Moffett now ? 

Admiral Coorrr. In Moffett 

Mr. Gusser. $58 million, I think. 

Admiral Coorrer. There is a research facility at Moffett. 

Mr. Smart. NACA, 

Admiral Cooper. I would have to make a guess. Moffett is not in 
this bill. I would estimate about $40 million. 

Mr. Gupser. $58 million. 

Admiral Coorrr. It should be pointed out that the National Ad- 
visory Committee for Aeronautics has a large wind tunnel and experi- 
mental station there at Moffett which utilizes the field and its facilities 
as well. 

The Cuatrman. Well, the committee heard all the facts last year. 
We knew Moffett could not be expanded. We knew it would be ex- 
pensive. We knew it wouldn't be in the best interests of the service, 
as it would cost too much. So the services just have outgrown Moffett 
Field. 

Admiral Coorer. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. For the mission for which it was developed. So we 
had to get as close in the area as possible. We authorized this field to 
be established at Lemoore. 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now the letters I am getting from out there is that 
the people, or some people out in Lemoore, ., don’t want this base in there. 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, I think that is possibly right. But 
I would think from the letters that I get that there are more people 
who want it than do not want it. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, the landowners don’t want you to come in 
there and buy the land, because a man just telephoned or wrote a letter 
here this morning and said he wanted to be heard. We marked him 
up for Friday morning. A representative of a big association com- 
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plained about taking all that valuable fine land. What do you esti- 
mate the land at Lemoore is going to cost per acre ¢ 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Chairman, the project which is before the sub- 
committee at the present time 

The Cuatrman, Yes, go ahead. 

Mr. Trencken. Covers the acquisition of 31,542 acres of land at a 
total cost of $7,686,000, which includes road relocations and other 
changes, and so forth. And that would figure $243 an acre. How- 
ever, the actual fee land cost is estimated at $150 an acre—really ap- 
praised at $150 an acre—and the easements, 11,000 odd-acres of this 
31,000 being to acquire easements, flight clearances, rather than fee 
land 

The CuHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Trencxen. And those figure at approximately $71 an acre. 

The CuarrMan. Have we actually acquired any of the land? 

Mr. Trencken. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Mr. Trencken. We can’t acquire the land until we get the clearance 
from the committee. 

The Cuamman, All right. How much money, Admiral, or Cap- 
tain, have you already spent there? How much money! How many 
contracts have you made, and what have the contracts been made for? 

Captain Artes. About half a million dollars, so far. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. That is just the blueprints; isn’t it? 

Captain Airs. Appraisals, design, and planning. 

Mr. Keiienerr. Architect-engineering. 

The CuarrMan, That is right. That is all the money you spent 
now. 

Captain Artes. That is right. 

The CuatrrMan. You are just hiring architects and drawing your 
plans, and site preparation; 1s that it? 

Captain Artes. No site preparations yet; no, sir. 

The Cuairman. No site preparations? 

Captain Aies. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. So the committee can go over the matter again as to 
using this field. Because we have only spent $500,000 on it. But I 
did think last year, and I continue to think now, the facts warrant this 
new field, because Moffett can’t meet the accommodation of present 
modern-day jet training. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman, if it is possible, I would like to be 
heard on this matter now since I must take a plane. I appreciate the 
courtesy of the chairman. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Gupser. I think one point should be brought out with respect 
to this situation, that Moffett Field at present because it is astride a 
commercial air route into San Francisco International Airport offers, 
as I understand it, limited access by naval aircraft to the ocean where 
a great deal of their practicing is done. 

I think it should also be pointed out that Moffett Field was origi- 
nally developed as a lighter-than-aircraft base and consequently since 
it was built prior to the time that jet aircraft were anticipated the 
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facilities offered at Moffett Field are not as the Navy has pointed out 
adapted to this particular type of aircraft that we are operating. 

ow we have a problem in that area right now, with a densely pop- 
ulated area having sprung up around Moffett Field, and there is 
pending at the present time a decision as to whether or not a land- 
acquisition program authorized by the last Congress should be car- 
ried out. 

The CuHarrman. You mean at Moffett? 

Mr. Gupser. At Moffett. 

Now I feel that this land acquisition decision will largely depend 
upon the speed with which we construct Lemoore Airbase. And I 
am interested in having a decision one way or the other on that land 
acquisition program at Moffett Field. 

The Cuarrman. Well, it occurs to me from what you have said, i 
view of the fact that we are going to practically abandon it as tar 
as its original mission at Moffett, we will not be warranted in expand- 
ing Moffett because Moffett can’t serve the Navy as it was originally 
designed, and you can’t design it to serve it as you would like to, and 
therefore you have to build a new base. 

How many acres—refer back. How many acres did we authorize 
last year for Moffett ? 

Admiral Coorer. A small amount. About 60 acres. 

Mr. Keviener. It is small. 

Mr. Gusser. Including easements. 

Mr. Bray. Plus easements you mean / 

Mr. Gusser. Yes. 

Mr. Trencken. Approximately 500 acres. 

The Cuatrman. How many / 

Mr. Trencken. Approximately 500 acres. 

The Cuarrman. That has been sent to the committee for authority. 

Mr. Trencken. The committee approval has been received on that, 
Mr. Chairman. That was pretty expensive property. It was au- 

thorized at $3,750,000. And that is an item which has been delayed 
in the apportionment of funds. 

The adseenes, Well 

Mr. Trencken. Apportionment. 

The Cuarrman. I think from what the gentleman from California 
has said and what facts are developing today—I don’t think we 
should continue to acquire that 3,000 acres of ground. Let Moffett 
stand just like it is. And go and build this base where it can meet 
all of its requirements. 

Mr. Gurser. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make this additional 
point, if I may, that if the basic decision is made that this jet opera- 
tion must be transferred to Lemoore, I want to urge the committee 
because Moffett Field is in a questionable status at this time. 

The Cuarrman. Certainly. 

Mr. Gusser. To proceed with all possible haste at whatever loca- 
tion is selected at Lemoore, and to accomplish this as quickly as 
possible. 

I would like to make one further point and then I shall leave you, 
and that is this: We do not necessarily have to abandon our invest- 
ment at Moffett Field. In fact, I think quite the contrary is the case 

“The Cuarmman. They don’t use it. He testified they don’t use it. 
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Mr. Gusser. Because it could be a terrific center for an aircraft 
research center on the part of the Navy in conjunction with the NACA 
installation which is already there. 

The CHatrman. Well, of course, there is no intention now to 
abandon it. We are going to continue to use it to the very best of its 
ability and for what it is adapted for. But at the same time, we can’t 
get full utilization out of it. 

Mr. Gusser. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. For jet training. And you have to go somewhere 
else. Now, I don’t think the committee would be sound in view of 
locating this base at Lemoore to buy that 500 acres of ground at 
Moffett Field. I think we stop that. 

Mr. Cots. Is the 500—is the basis of acquiring the 500 to be used in 
connection with jets or some other use ? 

Captain Atxs. No, sir. It is to protect the operations currently 
there and to plan for the future, sir. 

Mr. Coxz. It is independent of the jet transfer ? 

Captain Atnxs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think the committee should advise the Depart- 
ment that with respect to the request, they hold up any acquisition of 
500 acres at Moffett. 

Mr. Core. No, I don’t understand it that way, Mr. Chairman. It 
has been justified here before I judge that the 500 acres is needed fox 
Moffett. 

The Cuarrman. Qh, yes. 

Mr. Corz. Irrespective of Lemoore operations. 

Captain Artes. Even with propeller planes, we need that 500 acres. 

Mr. Brooks. As I understand Mr. Giteur, too, he is very anxious 
to push it very rapidly, so the uncertainty there will be relieved, is 
that right ? 

Mr. Gupser. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. Let me ask a question, please, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. This Lemoore isn’t going to relieve the traffic situation 
that exists over San Francisco. 

Captain Ares. It is going to eliminate the jets from that area 
Lentil sir, at least our jets. 

Mr. Gavin. It is about 140 miles. And how far is Moffett from 

Captain Ares. It is going to take the jets away from Moffett, 
sir. It will eliminate those from the San Francisco area. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Let’s see 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, give me an opportunity to be heard. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. Go ahead. 

Mr. Gavin. You got a congested area around Moffett now. You 
are only going 140 miles. With the speed that planes are traveling 
today, supposing heavy installations are built up around Lemoore, 
in about 5 years from now you will be right back where you were. I 
just don’t think you are far enough away from the center of traffic and 
out far away enough from Moffett that if all of these facilities are 
immediately built up around this new airbase you are going to have 
another congested district case. I don’t think you are far enough away 
from the traffic to really give you what you desire. 
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Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman, Moffett Field gives us a good case 
history here as to the advantage of buying adequate land around the 
field when it is established. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Witson. So we won't have the trouble that we have at Moffett 
today. 

Captain Ares. That is why we are asking for 32,000 acres there, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Let’s hear Mr. Hagen, the Representa- 
tive of that district. Mr. Hagen, will you please come around? 
Here is Mr. Hagen. 

Mr. Hagen. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. You represent the district in which Lemoore is 
located ¢ 

Mr. Hagen. Mr. Chairman, I represent the district in which part 
of Lemoore will be. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Hagen. The remainder of it is in Congressman Sisk’s district, 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Hagen. My sole purpose in being here today is in anticipation 
of the fact that it was indicated there might be a representative of 
these 19 farmers back here urging opposition to this base. 

The Cuarman. We are going to hear them Friday morning. 
Some representative will be here Friday morning. 

Mr. Hagen. Well, I will defer to your judgment as to when we 
shall appear. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Hacen. Now, there are four representative citizens from Kings 
County who are here to represent the Navy position—a city manager, 
an attorney, a member of the city council in one of our cities, and 
the manager of one of our local chambers of commerce. 

Now, I believe if you are going to hear the opposition Friday, they 
can stay over that long 

The CrHarmrman. You have them stay over here and we will wind 
it up Friday. Because we couldn’t wind it up today because this 
representative wanted to be here. 

Mr. Hacen. Rather than burden the Navy’s time, I will defer my 
statement here. 

Mr. Arenps. Does the gentleman find that he has some for and 
some against ? 

Mr. Hacen. In this instance, the against are such a small number 
that it presents no problem to me, Mr. Arends, at all. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, we already established it. We went 
into it thoroughly the other day. Wherever we buy people’s homes, 

why naturally they are opposed to it, but we have to do these things 
in the interest of the defense of the country. I hate to do it, but 
you just have to do it in certain cases. 

Now, we will get back to line 7 on page 18. Naval seaplane facili- 
ties, Hertford, N. C. 

All right. Now let’s see. Page 87. Naval seaplane facility. 
Elizabeth City. Allright, go ahead with your item now. 

Captain Airs. The naval seaplane facility at Hertford, N. C., is the 
next project in the program. The actual location is at Harvey Point. 
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Hertford is the nearest community having a post office and for this 
reason the name of the facility has been changed to Hertford. 

We request authorization for 16 line items at the total estimated 
cost of $8,051,000. This is the second increment for the development 
of this modern seaplane base, the first increment having been author- 
ized last year in Public Law 968 for $6 million, primar ily for dredging, 
bulkhead and fill, and utilities. The facility is planned to be the 
home port of the ‘jet- -propelled Sea Master, which are expected to be 
coming off the line by the time the proposed facilities are completed. 

The second increment of line items authorized last year include: 
Dredging, $690,000. Refueling facilities, $682,000. Fuel storage 
facilities, $534,000. Electrical power facilities, $564,000. Sewage dis- 
posal facilities, $172,000. And water supply facilities, $371,000. Line 
items proposed for the first time in this planned development are: 
Communication facilities, $550,000, for adequate communication free 
from interference for the safe and efficient operation of the station, 
plus radio communication circuits for tower operation, to control 
aircraft traffic around the station and for long-range operational 
circuits. 

Telephone system, $146,000 for telephone service on the station 
which will be served by a private company. Control tower, $85,000. 
The tower is required for command of the aircraft parking area 
mooring and refueling area, taxi lanes and sea lanes, and the surr ound. 
ing air- ‘traffic pattern. 

Operation building, $239,000. This building is needed for the 
usual aerology, communications, electronic and personnel facilities of 
air operations. 

Supply storage facilities, $343,000. Included under this item will 
be a 100 by 200 foot warehouse, a small 900 square foot cold storage 
space, a storage shed of 2,600 square feet, paved open storage area of 
1.100 square y yards, and offic ‘e, utilities, and site improvement. 

Barracks, $1 ,002,000. This will provide two 252-men barracks 
buildings as a first increment of living space for enlisted men. Space 
for 463 men will be needed in the future. 

Mess hall, $509,000. This will provide a standard 1,000-man mess 
hall and galley with a 400-seat capacity in the mess hall. 

Bachelor officers’ quarters, $ $528,000. 

The Cuairman. Captain, of course, it is completely broken down. 
But give this committee what is this base to be used for. This is a 
bi " to take care of what is known as the Sea Master? 

Captain Ars. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the Sea Master hasn’t even been perfected 
where we can get it in the air, has it? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir; it is coming along very well now, sir. 

The CHarrman. Well, we have had how many Sea Masters that 
were built? Two? 

Admiral Cooper. Two. 

The CHarrman. And what has happened to both of them ? 

Admiral Cooper. Both of them came a cropper. 

The CHarrman. What ? 

\dmiral Coorer. Both of them came a cropper—they crashed. 

The CuatrmMan. They crashed. All right. Where are they build- 
ing the Sea Master ? 








Admiral Coorrr. In Baltimore, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Martin. 

The Cuarrman. That is Glenn Martin Co. ! 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And this is to provide the base for it when it is 
built ? 

Admiral Coorrer. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And how long do you anticipate it will be before 
you will get one that will meet your requirements and -be able to 
be based ¢ 

Admiral Coorrer. We expect to have them flying this fall. 

The Cuarrman. This fall ? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What ¢ 

Admiral Cooper. We expect to get those planes back in the air 
this fall. 

The Cuamman. Why, Admiral, don’t you know that it will be a 
long time before you are going to get any Sea Masters? Then if 
you are going to have them this fall, why are you just coming up here 
3 months in advance to build a base for them? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Experimental. 

Admiral Cooper. No, sir; we won't have them ready to go to the 
fleet this fall. Iam sorry, I misunderstood your question. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Cote. How many are you building / 

Admiral Coorrr. Thirty, sir. 

Mr. Coz. Thirty ¢ 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cote. How many bases will they be operated at ¢ 

Captain Aires. This is the first base. 

Admiral Cooper. This is the first base. 

The CuHarrMan. You have a similar base at San Diego in the book ? 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir, it is in the book. 

Admiral Coorer. We have a future requirement. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. You want to have one on the At- 
lantic and one on the Pacific. 

Mr. Corr. Each base will accommodate how many Sea Masters? 

Admiral Cooper. We expect that each one will be able to accommo- 
date 48 Sea Masters. 

Mr. Coxe. Forty-eight ? 

Mr. Brooks. Do you have a prototype—— 

Mr. Cote. You have 30 under construction 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir; at the present time. We have plans for a 
continuation of this. 

The Cuarrman. All right. When will those 30 be delivered to the 
Navy ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Our best estimate is that they should be ready 
for operations in about 18 to 24 months. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, don’t you think we are just a little bit too fast in putting the 
bases down ? 

Admiral Coorrer. No, sir, I think we are a little too slow. 

The CHamman. Well, the way I figure it: Because of the uncer- 
tainty of the Sea Master—and we don’t know whether we will ever 
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get it, though we hope we will get it—I don’t think we are warranted 
in putting this base on the east coast and I don’t think we are war- 
ranted in providing a base at San Diego. 

I think both of these items can be deferred without prejudice until 
the Sea Master has been developed and we know we can use it and we 
want it. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman 

The CuatrmMan. Now you are asking to build the house before you 
even have anyone to occupy it. And 1 you are asking to go here and 
spend $7 million starting off, at Hertford, N. C., and $7,964,000 at 
North Island, San Diego, for something that has not even been cre- 
ated. 

Captain Artes. We have had two that have flown. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, let’s get a little of the history of the 
plane. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes. 

Mr. Price. They test-flew them and 

The Cuairman. They both went down. 

Admiral Coorer. They went down. We found out what the cause 
was and it is being corrected—and it is going to fly. 

Mr. Van Zant. Wnen do you anticipate you will test-fly the next 
one ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. This fall. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Then you will go into production when you feel 
you have eliminated the bugs from the prototype ? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. We feel so strongly that we have elimi- 
nated the bugs that we are going into a modified production right 
now. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Just a minute, now. 

Admiral, is it not true that the Sea Master is created for the nu- 
clear development of aircraft ? 

Admiral Coorer. Well, I would rather not answer that question. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Well it is. 

Mr. Brooks. Now let’s get into it. If it is nuclear, why shouldn’t 
we know something about it? Every time an item comes up your 
refer to it as nuclear and we can’t go into it. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. There are members of this committee who are 
fully familiar with the nuclear development. 

Mr. Brooks. It is national defense and we ought to know about it. 

Admiral Coorrr. It certainly will provide a platform. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is right. 

Admiral Coorer. Provide a platform, and we think a very encour- 
aging platform. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman ? 

Admiral, isn’t it true that the prototypes of a lot of airplanes are 
developed where they have trouble and crash? I remember the first 
B-52 off the line crashed. 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Wilson, I would say that an airplane devel- 
oped that doesn’t have trouble has never existed. 

The CHamman. Well, I don’t think we are warranted in laying 
out a large base in minute detail so far in advance of the need of the 
ws That i is my objection to it. 

Captain Ares. This base will not be ready until 1959, sir. 

















Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the admiral a question 
The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Brooks. Do we have a prototype that can operate in any way? 
Admiral Coorrr. Not at the present time; no, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Not at the present time 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir; there is no P-6—-M flying right today. 

Mr. Brooxs. I know they do develop bugs and it ‘sometimes takes 
years to work out those bugs. 

Admiral Cooprr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. I have known instances where it took several years 
to do it. 

Now have you any reason to believe that the thing that caused the 
crash of these two planes would produce you a perfect plane? 

Admiral Coorrr. We have every reason to believe that the infor- 
mation we now have, that resulted from those, will give us a com- 
pletely suitable airplane. 

There will be bugs left in it probably all of its life, but we are of 
the opinion that the serious problems have been solved. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kitchin? 

Mr. Krrenutn. Yes, sir; I wanted to ask one question. Under the 
program requested for this new establishment at Hertford, N. C., 
how long do you anticipate that it would take you to construct and 
complete the facility : at Hertford ? 

Captain Ares. It will be 1959, the middle of 1959, before we get 
this base completed. We figure we will have the planes then, sir. 

Mr. Krrentn. In other words, if you get construction authoriza- 
tion, you would come out with your facility about the time you have 
your planes in being? 

Admiral Coorrr. That is the object. 

Captain Attes. That is what we are phasing it for. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bray ? 

Mr. Bray. What is the purpose of this plane, this plane of the 
future ? 

Admiral Coorrer. The primary purpose of this particular plane is 
high-speed mining, sir. 

Mr. Bray. High-speed what ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Mining—to mine waters where we might find 
enemy opposition, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Is it an especially large plane ? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Larger than any seaplane you have today ? 

Admiral Coorrr. It is the largest seaplane we have ever had; yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Bray. Is ita fast plane? 

Admiral Cooprr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Is it taking over the job of the Strategic Air Force? 

Admiral Cooper. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. It is not a bomber ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Bombing is not its primary mission ; no, sir. 

Mr. Bray. For instance, what is your largest seaplane base that you 
have today ? 

Admiral Cooper. I would think the seaplane base at Norfolk is 
probably the largest one we have today, sir. 
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Mr. Bray. Could this land at Norfolk, if it ever operates ? 

Admiral Coorrr. In part; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Well, aa it or couldn’t it land? There is no “in part” 
about it. 

Admiral Cooper. It can land as long as the water is clear; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. And it could be serviced at Norfolk ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir; not—I will put it this way, Mr. Bray, sir. 
The airplane ina fully loaded condition cannot operate in and out of 
Norfolk. It will come into Norfolk in a lightly loaded condition. 

Mr. Bray. Why couldn’t it operate out of Norfolk ¢ 

Admiral Cooper. The sealanes are not long enough, sir. 

Mr. Bray. The ocean isnt’ long enough for it 

Admiral Coorrr. This requires relatively sheltered water, sir. It 
would have to operate ae the bay, at the seaplane base at Nor- 
folk. 

Mr. Bray. There are various places off the coast of the United 
States where you do have long, sheltered runways, don’t you! 

Admiral Coorer. There is nothing that can compare with this one 
we are asking for here; no, sir. And there are no other ones that can 
accommodate this air plane in a fully loaded condition. 

Mr. Bray. Wouldn’t it be rather dangerous to get an airplane out 
in the ocean with only one place in the world it can land or take off? 

Admiral Coorer. By the time it gets off, sir, it is not going to be 
heavy. 

The Cuamrman. Now may I ask this question. Of course the mis- 
sion and the purpose of the plane that is being built is very fine. That 
is not involved here. 

The only question is whether this is the right time to start the base. 
That is the only question. 

Now you are not going to ask for this money out of your $385 mil- 
lion ? 

Captain Artes. I think some part of it will be in there. 

The Cuamrman. Now, Captain, you know it is going—how much 
are you going to ask now, of this $7 million, out of the $385 mil- 
lion? You will be building on this base down there for at least 5 
years 

Captain Airs. The items that take us the longest time. 

The Cuarrman. What ? 

Captain Artes. Probably the items that take us the longest time 
we will start with first. 

The Cuarrman. All right. This $8,051,000. How much are you 
going to ask for out of that? 

Captain Ares. All of this is in our funding list, sir—the whole 
project. 

The Cuatrman. The whole thing? 

C aptain Atgs. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You are going to ask for the whole amount? 

C aptain Artes. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. As a matter of fact everything is in your money, 
isn’t it ? 

Captain Ares. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have items in this bill that you don’t intend 
to ask for? 
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Captain Ares. Not at the first of the year, sir. 

The Cuarmman. What? 

Captain Ares. Not at the first of the year. 

The Cuarrman. Well, any other portion of the year. 

Captain Arges. We may have to substitute them later. That is 
why we come in for more authorization than we do funding, sir. 

The CuarrMAN. Yes, I know, but we don’t want to pile it up on you. 
We want you to keep up with us and we want to keep up with you. You 
will forget us if we give you too much authorization. 

Captain Artes. No, sir; that isn’t what I mean. We ask for the au- 
thorization. Some of the items are not of a high priority. They don’t 
get on the funding list 

The Cuarrman. Every one of you officers know that it won’t hurt 
this public works program at all to pass over this base at North Caro- 
lina and the one in San Diego until next year. Because your Sea 
Master is not far enough along for you to go ahead. By the time you 
finish the building of the base, the Sea Master will not be ready to go 
on the bases. 

Captain Artes. This is the most important one. The one nearest 
the plane being built is the one we want first. The first planes that 
come off will be based here. 

The CuHarrman. Then the committee will be warranted, then, in 
postponing a similar base in San Diego. 

Mr. Wison. Let’s consider San Diego when it comes up. 

Captain Ames. I would rather talk to that one; yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. We will handle each one of them separately and 
handle them very carefully. 

Captain Artes. This is our most important base for this. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Durham asked for us to go over this until he 
gets back. So we will have to pass it over. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. May I ask one question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Is this at the old seaplane base that is being reac- 
tivated? Wasn’t there one there before the war? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Are there no facilities left from the other? 

Admiral Cooper. Not usable; no, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Not usable ? 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now, I think probably the main thing the com- 
mittee would be warranted to do on these two items is to do whatever 
dredging is necessary. Because you certainly must have some place to 
land. But that is about as far as you ought to go, with the condition 
of the production of the Sea Master like it is. 

Mr. Wiuson. Mr. Chairman, if you are prejudicing San Diego's 
case, may I point out that that is all we are asking for, is dredging, as 
far as San Diego is concerned. It is entirely appropriate that the 
dredging be done. 

Mr. Cote. Aren’t you undertaking now dredging down in North 
Carolina, at Hartford ? 

Captain Arzes. Sir? 

Mr. Corx. Aren’t you now in the process of dredging out the chan- 
nel for the use of this seaplane ? 
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Captain Ares. Yes, sir; that is a project we already had this year, 
sir. 

Mr. Coir. So you will have a place to operate the plane when it 
comes off the line? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. But we have to have a place for the peo- 
ple to live who are operating it and a place to service the plane and 
operational facilities to support the plane, sir. 

The Carman. Well, now, we will pass that item over. 

The next item is Jac ksonville, Fla., $39,000. 

Captain Aes. This is for one of the tactical air navigation facili- 
ties that we prevously spoke of. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next one is at Key West, Fla. 

Captain Ares. This is for an optical landing system, at $130,000, 
similar to those we talked about before, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now we discussed before— 

Next is naval auxiliary air station, Mayport, Fla. 

Captain Artes. This is for a tactical air navigation facility at $39,- 
000 and an optical landing system, $160,000. 

The CHatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Captain Airs. And a guided missile support facility at $185,000, 
similar to the one we talked about at California to support the car- 
riers. 

The Coarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The CHartrman. The next is ‘ ‘Naval air station, Miramar, Calif., 


operational facilities, $3,401,000.” Now what page in the book is 
that ¢ 


Captain Artes. That is on page 121, sir. 

The CHamrMan. 121. Now let’s see. 

Captain Artes. The project at the Naval Air Station—that is on 
page 121 to 123. 
‘The Cuamman. Now these runways—how long are the runways 
now ¢ 

Captain Ares. Sir, the runway is presently 8,000 feet long. 

The CHarrman. How long are you going to make it ? 

Captain Arrrs. 12,000 feet long, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. And that costs $3,271,000 ? 

C aptain Aries. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. And the other is for the optical landing system ? 

Captain Ares. Optical landing system similar to those we discussed 
befere. 

The Cuatmrman. Now briefly tell the committee what naval mission 
is carried on at Miramar Base. 

Captain Artes. This is our main jet base in southern California. 
This suppor ts the carriers 

The CuamrmMan. Wait 1 minute. We have two main jet bases in 
California, 

Captain Armxs. No. 

The Cuarrman. One in San Francisco, Lemoore, and one down in 
southern California 

Captain Artes. Lemoore supports the San Francisco area and Mira- 
mar supports the San Diego area. 

Mr. Cote. What does El Centro do ? 
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Captain Artes. It is the gunnery range for the Miramar-North 
Island complex. 

Mr. Coz. It sup a San Diego? 

Captain Airs. Where the planes go to conduct their gunnery 
training, sir, at FE] Centro. 

Mr. Norsiap. Isn’t Lemoore about halfway between San Francisco 
and Los Angeles? It is near Fresno as I understand it. It is about 
halfway, if I recall my geography. 

Captain Arers. It is up to the north. 

Mr. Norsiap. About 200 miles south of San Francisco. 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir. But it is a question of how many planes 
you can operate there. 

The CHarrman. When did we establish this base ? 

Captain Airs. This station was established in 1943, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And we spent $24 million there. 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next item is naval air station—Norfolk station. 

Captain Armrs. Naval air station, Norfolk. 

The Cuatrman. Now that is on page 

Captain Ares. Page 124 to 126, sir. This project has 2 line items, 
for a total of $5,467,000, at the naval air station, Norfolk, Va. 

The first item is the tactical air navigation facility, similar to those 
we discussed before, for $39,000. 

The second item is for construction of a pneumatics overhaul and 
test facility at the estimated cost of $5,428,000. This is a seaport— 
industrial station of the Oceana master jet complex. 

The present-day aircraft has 130 pneumatic equipment or compon- 
ents that need periodic overhaul and test. It is estimated that during 
the next 2 years this number will more than double. 

No commercial firms are equipped to perform this maintenance 
operation. Because of the lack of adequate facilities, the Navy is 
unable to do the work and is only doing it now in a piecemeal fashion. 
Many items of equipment are replaced from stock because they can’t 
now be properly overhauled. 

The Cuarrman. Where is this work being done now? 

Captain Ares. It is being done in a piecemeal fashion in the vari- 
ous squadron shop at the station. 

The Cuarrman. This is all going to be concentrated there? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. This is to be an overhaul shop for this 
type of equipment, sir. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Naval air station, North Island, San Diego, Calif. Maintenance 
facilities, and supply facilities, $7,964,000. Now we will hear Mr. 
Wilson. 

Captain Arzes. This project at San Diego includes 2 line items for 
a total of $7,964,000. One of these is the west coast counterpart of the 
Norfolk line item just discussed, and that is a pneumatic overhaul 
shop, estimated to cost $5,470,000. It performs the same function as 
the east coast facility and is as essential for overhaul and test of 
pheumatic parts of aircraft. 

The second line is improvements to the fuel-storage sytem for 
$2,494,000. Included in this item will be the construction of 103,600 
barrels of storage, consisting of six 13,500-barrel tanks and nineteen 
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50,000-gallon tanks of fuel storage, 20,000 feet of 12-inch distribution 
line from tank farm “F” to the 10 carrier moorings and other related 
facilities. 

This item is required to provide a 15-day supply of aviation fuel for 
aircraft—for the carriers and for the test cells of this station. 

The Charrman. Admiral, how many times does San Diego base ap- 
pear in this bill? On every page? It appears quite frequently. 

Now this is comparable to what we are establishing at Norfolk 
yard ¢ 

Admiral Cooprr. Yes, sir. 

Captain ArEs. The pneumatic overhaul shop. 

The CHarrman. It is the proper thing to do with it. Without 
objection, the item is approved. 

Naval air station, Oceana, Va. San Diego and Virginia are quite 
numerous in these bills. [ Laughter. 7 

The Cuairman. I want to recall the two States that were left out 
considerably is New York and Georgia. 

Mr. Bates. Massachusetts. 

The Cuairrman, And Indiana. 

Mr. Brooxs. Louisiana, too. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s see what they are going to do down in Vir- 

ginia now. 

Captain Ares. This project totaling $6,975,000 at Oceana, Va., in- 
cludes 7 line items. 

Two of these are the type we discussed earlier in this presentation. 
One is for runway extension, including land acquisition, at a cost 
of $4,694,000. An existing southwest- northeast runway is required 
to be extended from 8,000 to 12,000 feet. 

Related work includes extension of the taxiway, marking, lighting, 
rerouting of drainage ditch, relocation of State Highways 615 and 
632, and ‘station road, single track railroad and electric powerline, site 
preparation, acquisition of easement over 84 acres of land for flight 
patterns, and fee acquisition of 580 acres of land required for ‘the 
proposed runway extension and for extension of a northwest-south- 
east runway in the future. 

The second repetitive type line item is for an optical landing system 
for $160,000. ‘The third line item is a photographic laboratory in the 
amount of $155,000. 

Among the requirements for this facility, the prompt processing 
and showing of aerial gunnery film is essential since gunnery film 
could replace 25 percent “of the live ammunition gunnery practice, at 
considerable savings. 

The first increment of the tr ening building was authorized last 
year in Public Law 968 in an amount of $592,000. 

This year’s increment is for $325, 000. The facility is required to 
achieve a progressive training program to keep pace with the design 
development in operational military aircraft. It is needed to train 
enlisted technicians on each type of major modification to opera- 
tional aircraft and to train aviators by use of realistic mockups of 
actual aircraft, and by simulating conditions and situations which 
occur in actual flight. 

A jet engine maintenance shop for $931,000 is also provided. 

The Cyaan. I think after examination of the book and the 
statement from the captain, the facts warrant this authorization. 
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Without objection, the committee approves it. 
Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Sir, I see you have—I also saw it in the Elizabeth 
City item—items for telephone cables and telephone switchboards, 
and so forth. 

You said in this case you have new 202 pair telephone cable. Is 
that owned—is that operated by the telephone company? Do we pay 
rent to the telephone company and put up the cables for them, too? 
That is on page 163. 

Captain Artes. Commander Maley can answer that question, I be- 
lieve, sir. 

Commander Mater. On the stations, sir, we provide the initial cost 
of the facility, and that is reflected in the rate which we pay for our 
telephone services. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Is the same thing true at Elizabeth City where you 
put the switchboard and every thing for them ? 

Commander Maury. The same. It can be done either way. It is 
most economical for us to install the equipment and get a more 
favorable rate from the telephone company. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. They give you a preferential rate? 

Commander Matey. Y es, Sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. For installing equipment? 

Commander Matey. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we can get some information 
concerning this land here. Is that all sw ampland ? 

Mr. Trencken. No, sir. I will give you a picture of this. 

Mr. Bares. Just tell us about it, , Mr. Tiencken. 

Mr. Trencken. Well, this proper ty has been appraised by Mr. Saul 
Solberg, of Norfolk. It covers 36 tracts of land, covering 580 acres 
of ed, It has approximately $135,000 worth of improvements on the 
eae The overall land figure including improvements is about 

3584 an acre. If you deduct the improvements out of it, it is about 
$950 an acre. 

Mr. Bares. Now, we have an item for drainage in there, on that 
land, of $20 an acre—per lineal foot, rather, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Trenckxen. That is a drainage problem for drainage ditches 
in connection with the construction. 

Mr. Bares. It doesn’t refer to swampland? 

Mr. Trencken. It does not refer to the swampland. 

The Cuamman. Now, I would like to clear this up, if I may do so. 
This is all the land I recall in the bill to be purchased in Virginia ; 
is it? 522 acres? Are you buying any more land in Virginia? I am 
very anxious to get that information because the Chairman of the 
Rules Committee no doubt will ask me promptly how much Virginia 
land we are buying. 

My recollection is—well, get that information. 

Without objection, this item is approved. 

Captain Aixes. Sir, this is all there is in Virginia, Mr. Chairman, 
the Chincoteague and the Oceana land ac quisition requests for a total 
of 922 acres in fee and 134 acres in easements. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 
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Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire. Reverting to 
these facilities for repair of pneumatic equipment and accessories, is it 
necessary to fly the planes into the site where the repair station is 
located ¢ 

Captain Arxrs. No, sir. We can bring the equipment in there and 
overhaul it and put it back for issue. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, we will have to 
take a recess. 

We will reconvene in the morning at 10 o’clock. I hope all of you 
will be on the floor to help to provide for your new office building 
and new committee room. [Laughter.] 

And I hope all of you heard that great speech last night, too. 

Mr. Bares. The one on economy. 

(Whereupon, at 1:47 o’clock a. m., the committee adjourned, to re- 
convene at 10 o’clock a. m., May 23, 1957.) 


House or ReprEsENTATIVES, 
CoMMITT£E ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, May 23, 1957. 

(The committee convened at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman 
of the committee, presiding.) 

The Cuairman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing on 
H. R. 7130. Our colleague from California, Mr. Hosmer, is here, and 
we will be glad to have him come around and make some statement 
with reference to the item in the bill of Long Beach. 

Mr. Ketienrr. That is page 16, line 3, in the bill. 

Mr. Hosmer. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I cer- 
tainly do—— 

The Cuarmman. Captain, will you let the Congressman take that 
chair ? 

Captain Armes. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. For the time being. 

Mr. Hosmer. I certainly do appreciate this opportunity to speak 
with you, because I would like to present telegrams that will correct a 
misapprehension relating to the Ford Motor Co. and the Edison Co. 
of California—their intentions with respect to the area. 

The CuarrMan. I suggest you put those telegrams in the record, for 
yesterday Mr. Doyle called the committee’s attention to the same 
thing. 

Mr. Hosmer. On the Ford Motor? 

Mr. Smart. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. From the Ford Co. And the Ford people called 
me up and said that was an error. 

Mr. Hosmer. Fine. 

The Cuatrman. So I informed the committee to that effect yester- 
day. 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. I believe the captain also read a telegram. 

Mr. Hosmer. You have something from the Edison Co., who state 
that their intention is to remain there? 

The Carman. Yes. 


, 
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Mr. Hosmer. Fine, sir. 

I have two additional wires and I submit them for the record, sir, 
because when this thing came up the other day, not only, of course, did 
it cause a great apprehension amongst the people at the Long Beach 
Naval Shipyard, but amongst the Edison, Ford, and employe ees of — 
many thousands of employees in other industries in that very area. I 
have a wire here that I would hope to submit from the Craig Ship- 
building Co., that states their intention to remain and do such eat 
sidence remedial as they need to, and from Spencer Kellogg & Sons, 
another large producer in the area 

I understand there was also some question about obligating of the 
funds for the first increment. The Navy tells me that they will cover 
that this morning. But I do have a brief rundown, showing that all 
but $1,349,000 has been obligated and that the rest will be obligated 
within the next 2 weeks, the delay being due to the engineering factor 
behind it. 

If I can submit that for the record, I would appreciate it, 

(The information is as follows :) 

Hon. Craig HOSMER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Reference Craig Shipbuilding Co. located in Long Beach Harbor, it is not 
present intentions to move plant facilities now or later because of subsidence 
we have been doing remedial work for over 10 years and believe with the 
increased rate of present subsidence that we will continue operations at present 
plant for many years to come. 

JAMES G. Craic, President. 


Hon. Crate HosMenr, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. ¢ 

As one of the industrial plants located on Terminal Island, Long Beach, 
Calif., which has been in operation at this site for over 20 years, we want to 
inform you that the firm of Spencer Kellogg & Sons, Inc., is not contemplating 
the abandoning of their plant at this location in spite of the subsidence that has 
and is occuring. We have taken remedial measure in the past and are now 
considering taking additional remedial measure to counteract the subsidence. 
We trust that similar remedial measures will be taken by all other properties 
that are similarly affected. 

ANDREW SPANUR, Jr., 
Works Manager, Spencer Kellogg & Sons, Inc. 


(The following information has been furnished by the Navy :) 


1st increment—Obligation of appropriation as of May 22, 1957 


Total authorized (July 1956)__---_---- fel ree. ahemamnmendigetnetien! Ae 
ae Guana te Gee. ee re le Peale ieee x nine ey Tey Cee 
Obligated funds break down as follows: 
Contract for construction let to Connolly Pacific on March 21, 
Re A BE ke eae vpkn ate 
Procurement of rock and yard labor to put rock in pla Be ihn one 100, 000 
Architect and engineer contract for plans and specifications_- 178, 000 
Bureau retention (about 5 percent of total) obligated—retained 
by Bureau of Yards aol Docks for administration hae 220, 000 


A change order board in the 11th Naval District public works office is currently 
negotiating a change order with the prime contractor, Connally Pacific, to re- 
instate some of the work which had been deleted. It is expected the negotia- 
tions will be completed shortly after the Ist of June 1957. 


REASON FOR DELAY IN OBLIGATING MONEY 
Final plans and specifications were authorized last year after we had a rea- 


sonable assurance from the committee hearings that the project would be ap- 
proved. Plans were held up for approximately 2 months while the Hudson re- 


sue 
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port was evaluated. The job was advertised for bids on January 16, 1957, with 
bids to be received on February 26, 1957. The bids were over the money and 
an additional deduction bid item had to be submitted to all bidders. As a re- 
sult of this, award was not made until March 21, 1957. The Hudson report is 
a report made by Frank S. Hudson on January 25, 1956, to the chairman of the 
subcommittee on Long Beach tidelands of the assembly interim committee on 
judiciary, California Legislature, following a study authorized by the committee 
in November 1955. 

Mr. Hosmer. I thought I would take and very briefly—because of 
the fact that many publicity stories have occurred relating to the sub- 
sidence at Long Beach, just briefly to explain what it is. “And I have 
done so with a “couple of free draw ings. They are certainly not very 
good. But this drawing represents some 5,750 feet below the surface 
of the naval shipyard. It shows a series of oil sands beneath that 
area, out of which oil is being produced. Now, on this diagram it 
looks more or less like these are large areas. Actually you could 
think of the oil sand areas as more or less of the frosting between layers 
of cake, out of which the oil is produced. 

Now, the oil is not laying there in pools so that there is a hole left 
when it is taken out. It is in sand. Now if you have ever seen wet 

sand down on the beach, you know how hard it is packed. But when 
you do take the fluid out from between the grains—and incidentally, 
you can imagine a drop of oil on the surface « of water. That is about 
how thick that fluid is around those grains of sand. So it is a very 
minute space. But as you do take the oil out of there, cumulative 
amongst those millions and billions of grains of sand, there is some 
compaction. It is estimated by the best estimates that we have as 
amounting to some 35 feet at the very maximum point of subsidence 

for the whole period of subsidence. So 35 feet in relation to this 
5,750, of course, is not too very much. 

Now, we have a nicer diagram, the Navy has brought you, relating 
to the surface over there. But the subsidence area is a more or less 
egg-shaped area in which there is the center of deepest subsidence, and 
it goes out lesser and lesser. And the Navy yard is located about in 
that location within the ellipse. 

Now, I want to cover one thing that I think is so important because 
it has to do with the extent of this subsidence. This is a graph that 
shows that at those oil sands there is a pressure of about 1, 400 pounds 
per square inch. When you put a hole down and start the drilling, 
of course, your pressure goes down toward zero. But the distance 
scale out here—as you get away from the well—here you get 200 feet 
away from the well or ‘400 feet, and the pressure only drops to 1,000 
instead of down to zero as it does right at the hole. 

So that leaves the key to the answer in subsidence remedial work 
from that standpoint in the repressuring, repressuring of these partic- 
ular areas where the oil is coming out. 

Now, in that connection, I have another chart here, and it will un- 
doubtedly be presented to you later, showing the program that is being 
carried on relating specifically to injection. 

At the present moment there are 40,000 barrels a day of water being 
injected into these areas marked in red. Here is the naval shipy: ard 
down here [indicating]. You can imagine that as the ellipse I talked 
about. 

The Cuamman. What companies are pumping water back in ? 

Mr. Hosmer. What companies ? 
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The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Hosmer. The city of Long Beach, General Petroleum, Phillips, 
and Long Beach Development Co. 

The Cuarrman. How many companies are not pumping water in? 

Mr. Hosmer. There are some of the companies in this area that are 
not pumping water, and I would say it probably amounts to3or4. A 
more pertinent point is the amount of production they control. 

The Cuarrman. Is there any law in California that requires the 
pumping back of water where subsidence occurs ? 

Mr. Hosmer. There is not at this present moment, sir, but there is 
pending three separate pieces of legislation in the California Legis- 
lature which we are fully confident will be passed. The first of them 
is a permissive bill which will allow the increase by voluntary agree- 
ment of this 40,000 barrels to 180,000 barrels a day. The second is a 
bill that would create a subsidence remedial district, more or less like 
a reclamation district, and require all the producers in there to unitize 
and to put back the water that is needed to sustain the pressure. 

Now that unitization would ultimately result in the reinjection of 
900,000 barrels of water a day. So you can see that in relation to this 
chart here, it would do the job it is supposed to do. 

Now we had before the committee one report that said you might 
have as much maximum subsidence as 72 feet, under complete develop- 
ment of the whole field, taking everything out, and not doing any 
type of repressuring at all. But here we have underway these various 
programs. I would not represent to the committee that there isn’t 

litical opposition to them, because there always is to any measure. 

ut we confidently expect them to be passed. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask the gentleman a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. You say there is one bill to pump this water back up 
to the maximum of 900,000 barrels a day. 

Mr. Hosrer. That would be the overall—— 

Mr. Rivers. Overall ellipse. 

Mr. Hosmer. I don’t want to infer, Mr. Rivers, that that would be 
in equal amounts every place. 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking about the whole area. 

Mr. Hosmer. According to the structures of the faults and the 
places where the oil is being taken out, they are going to maximize 
the benefit of what is going in by putting it in the right place. 

Mr. Rivers. What I am getting to now: There is 40,000 going in 
now ¢ 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Has there been any noticeable effect of that pumping, 
the water back there, to—— 

Mr. Hosmer. There has been in this respect. In 1951 the sub- 
sidence rate was 2.4 feet a year. Today it 1s 1.3 feet a year. 

Mr. Rivers. And how long 

Mr. Hosmer. Part of that would be due to this repressurization, 
but only a small part, because as our report has pointed out that 
subsidence rate gradually diminishes until i reaches the zero point. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any oil wells being pumped on the Navy’s 
holdings? 

Mr. Hosmer. At the present time there are wells around in the very 
immediate area. Now, whether those wells are bottomed 
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The Cuarrman. I am not talking about off of the Navy’s holdings, 
but right in the a yard. Any oil wells operating there now! 

Mr. Hosmer. I believe some of those wells are bottomed beneath 
the navy yard aa ause of the fact that when the city sold the yard 
area to the Navy for $1, it retained the subsurface mineral rights. 
But you see, the city controls that particular piece of property and is 
making very certain that they are minimizing the extraction of oil 
from there. 

The CuarrMan. Well, my question was, is there any oil wells that 
are placed on the Navy’s surface in the navy yard and pumping 
straight down, or are the wells at an angle that comes in? 

Mr. Hosmer. No; they are slanted. 

Mr. Rivers. They are lateral wells? 

Mr. Hosmer. Pardon, sir? 

Mr. Rivers. They are lateral wells? 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes; slant drilling they call it. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Hosmer. They do a considerable amount of that. They can 
bottom a well as much as 2 or 3 miles away from the point at which 
they enter the ground. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kirpay. I just wanted to ask which is the more valuable at 
Long Beach, water or oil right now! [Laughter.] 

Mr. Hosmer. W ell, of course, it would be hard to evaluate them. 
They are both vital to our economy in a way. 

Mr. Kinpay. Water is critical, isn’t it? 

Mr. Hosmer. But I would say that water is lifeblood and you have 
to have water before you go to oil, certainly. 

Mr. Kipay. Where do you get this water that you are pumping 
into the ground ¢ 

Mr. Hosmer. That is coming out of the sea. We have all kinds of 
water. 

Mr. Kizpay. Do you put salt water in there ? 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And what effect does that have on the oil; any ? 

Mr. Hosmer. None whatsoever, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. I thought it would be a good way to ruin the oil well. 

Mr. Rivers. Doesn’t the city recognize that they are either going to 
have to do something about pumping some of the oil or else lose the 
effect of the navy yard? 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes, sir; and the city at the present time has its repre- 
sentatives in Sacr ramento, I will use the word “lobbying,” legislators 
from the rest of the State, to get this legislation enacted. 

Mr. Rivers. And they want ‘to do something about this slant drill- 
ing? They are also doing something about this slant drilling ? 

Mr. Hosmer. Well, you mean from right underneath the navy yard? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Hosmer. Actually, sir, your subsidence wouldn’t necessarily be 
just straight down like that. You would have to consider an area 
possibly half a mile in diameter. 

The CHatrman. You don’t have the mineral rights. 

Mr. Rivers. I know, but it is a part of the pattern that affects the 
whole area. 
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Mr. Hosmer. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. And any amount of oil which may be pulled out which 
might affect the Navy’s holdings proportionately 

Mr. Hosmer. That is why these injections are being made at points 
which are calculated to be most effective with respect to the navy 

yard. 

Mr. Kizpay. If they don’t take it, somebody else will take it out 
of the same pool. They have to offset 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes; that is it. That is the importance of this overall 
legislation to unitize that field. 

‘In closing, I just want to say this 

Mr. Doyze. May I ask the Congressman 

The Cuamman. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes. 

Mr. Doyrx. Mr. Hosmer, it is a fact, is it not, that all the city wells 
being drilled, which are the most numerous of the wells in that imme- 
diate subsidence area, are not under lease but are under contract with 
the Long Beach Oil Development Co. So, as a matter of fact, the 
city of Long Beach controls more or less under that contract w ith the 
Long Beac h Oil Development Co. the management of the city wells? 

Mr. Hosmer. That is correct. I am glad you brought that out, Con- 
gressman Doyle. 

Mr. Doyte. I call that to your attention, Mr. Chairman, and 
members of the committee, because it is not a question of the large 
number of city wells being leased to companies. These wells are 
run under contract in which the ¢ ity is the principal party. So that 
here we have a very favorable situation, where the city itself can give 
the utmost cooperation to the necessity of not only studying but doing 
something about the problem of subsidence to protect the navy yar d. 

Mr. Hosmer. The ee Beach Oil Development Co. actually, gen- 
tlemen, is an agent of the city for drilling. It is not in the nature 
of what we usu: ally regard as a lessee of oil property. It is an agent 
of the city and the city can control it. And, of course, the city is 
bound and determined that not only for the naval shipyard, but for 
the rest of the city, this situation is to be brought under control. 

Now with respect to this yard, I want to just close off with saying 
this. As you gentlemen already know, this yard was closed once. 
And when they reopened it again, these boys that went in there went 
in there with a determination to keep it open. To do so they knew 
they would have to make it the most efficient yard in the Navy. 

The Cuamman. Now, Mr. Hosmer, the other day when this item 
was reached, it was suggested by, I think, Mr. Cole of New York that 
for the time being it might be wise to pass over this item and to have 
a subcommittee fly out there during the hearings so they can look over 
the situation and come back and advise the committee. I think that it 
is the right way to handle this matter. 

We have the admiral here this morning with reference to questions 
that were raised yesterday in regard to the $ 35 eons and the $2 
million asked for'to increase the authorization last year. I was in- 
formed yesterday that the contract had not been let, but T am advised 
by the Admiral that the contract has been let. I think it might be 
wise to clear that phase up. 

Mr. Hosmer. Fine. May I make one statement in closing, then ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Hosmer. That this matter of delaying the second increment. 
I hope the committee will closely question the Navy on that because 
it is my understanding this first increment and the second merement 
as shown on this diagram is a total job to put the shipyard in a posi- 
tion to meet the threat of this subsidence. 

The Cuarrman. Of course there would have to be a third increment, 
too, and that would cost around about $8 million. So it would be 
making a total expenditure that will run around 24 or 25 million 
dollars. 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes. I suppose to get a net on that, we would have to 
deduct such things as dredging expenses that we don’t have and the 
general efficiency of the layout of the yard and one thing and 
another. 

The CHatrrMan. All this money is for the purpose of preserving the 
yard and making it usable, on account of the subsidence that is occur- 
ring there. 

Now let’s hear the Admiral right at this point. 

Mr. Hosmer. May I just say one thing, sir? I don’t want to labor 
it. This second increment here to do the total work—if you take that 
green line there and turn this up like that, you might need it now 
instead of a year later, in order to keep that work ahead of the water. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. That may be true. 

Mr. Hosmer. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, sir. 

Admiral, now give us some information in regard to some confusion 
that has been created about letting of the contract on the authorization 
that was provided for and appropriated for last year, of some $5 
million. 

Now, of course, I see in the bill where you are asking for that to be 
increased $2 million, making $7 million for what we thought we could 
do for $5 million last year. 

Admiral Mumma. It happens, Mr. Chairman—I am Admiral 
Mumma, Chief of the Bureau of Ships. I have just returned from 
Long Beach, Mr. Chairman. I was there most of last week. I have 
studied this problem at first hand. I hope by these diagrams we can 
explain some aspects of the problem that may be of interest to you. 

In the first place, we have—to answer your specific question concern- 
ing the moneys that are in the 1957 program. We have actually let 
contracts for the heavy red portion of what is called increment 1. 
Those contracts at the present amount to $4,375,000. Those are the 
obligations against the original $5 million, 7. 

The CuatrmMan. You actually let that contract? 

Admiral Mumma. Yes; that is right. 

The CuHarrman. Who did you award that contract to? 

Admiral Mumma. That contract was awarded on the 21st of March. 
The reservations shown in pink here were the items that carried that 
price above the original authorized amount of $5 million, 7. 

(Norr.—A contract has been awarded for the greatest portion of 
the work to Connolly-Pacific and T. E. Connolly. A contract has also 
been awarded for the plans and specifications to Moffatt and Nichol, 
and a small amount of work is being done by yard labor.) 

So they were withheld temporarily. The remainder of the con- 
tract, the most important part, was authorized and let, which is the 
drydock, itself, as you can see, 








1808 


Then the next portion of it, which has to do with pier No. 1 and the 
area adjacent to the dock—a portion of that will be let in the next 2 
weeks, which will bring it up to the full $5 million, 7. So that all of 
increment 1, except the raising of the deck of pier 1 and some addi- 
tional seawall work over here [indicating] will be accomplished. 

Now, the additional money in this year’s request-— 

The Cuatrman. The $2 million. 

Admiral Mumma. The $2 million, is to complete all aspects of that 
red and pink portion. 

Now that brings us to the point here—— 

The Cuarmman. Now that disposes of what you have in the bill, the 
$2 million plus what we did last year? 

Admiral Mumma. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s take up now what you want to do with 
your second step, of $4,660,000 now. 

Admiral Mumma. Now the critical point is this: I think that we 
should mention is that this is being corrected, increment 1 is being 
corrected so that you do not go back and redo increment 1. It is 
finished business. Once we finish increment 1, that is all there is to 
it. There is no more raising of dikes in that area. 

But you can see that increment 2, which is shown here in green: 
There is a critical point there, at point labeled “No. 2.” That point 
goes under water at high tide in June of 1960, with a lead contract- 
ing time of 19 to 25 months. We are in a position where this must 
be in the 1958 program or we are going to have water coming over 
the dike into the shipyard. 

So that increment 2 is almost as important timewise as increment 1. 

We have just a little bit more slack on increment 3. Increment 3 
is the amount that was mentioned by you, sir, as 8.1 million, I believe. 
At this critical point, which is the dike area, in December of 1961, 18 
months later, the water at high tide goes over that point. 

So that as each increment is completed and the dikes go all the way 
up to what they eventually will be, we will eventually protect the 
whole shipyard with the three increments. 

Now the question could be raised, “Well, why don’t you just build 
the dikes all the way across and pay no attention to these other parts 
of it and just keep the water out and then do the other part later?” 

The difficulty there is that the piers are a very important part 
of this program and unless the piers are raised at the same time, they 
become a notch to let water in and to make the shipyard useless. So 
the piers have to go along from the most serious time and progress 
through to the less serious and finally the least serious in order to 
keep the shipyard operating during the whole time of the remedial 
measures. 

The CuHarrman. I think, Admiral, that gives the committee the 
best information we have had on this entire subject matter. 

Before this hearing is over, I am hoping that I can prevail upon 
some of our members to ask the Navy Department to fly them out there 
to look it over so they will have a picture of the whole situation in their 
mind. For the time being, we will just let this item stand until we 
finish this bill and we will pass on it before we get through with 
the bill. 

Thank you, Admiral. 
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The CuHarrMan. Now members of the committee, when we recessed 
yesterday we were on page 19. 

Now, I want to go back to page 18, “Naval seaplane facility, Hert- 
ford, N. C.” Now I have gone over this item most carefully and I 
think the committee would be warranted in reducing that sum from 
$8,051,000 to $5,728,000. What would that leave out, Mr. Kelleher? 
We checked this over yesterday. Remember, this is a Sea Master base. 
The Sea Master has not yet been developed. It is hoped it will come 
out very soon. But we must have some facility ready for it when it is 
finished. 

We authorized it to be located at a place last year known as Harvey 
Point. I suggest we strike out Hertford, N. C., and put in Harvey 
Point, N. C., like it was written last year. 

Mr. Rivers. Harvey Point? 

The Cuamman. Harvey Point. That is what the bill carried last 
year, 

* Mr, Gavin. What page is it? 

Mr. Keiitener. Page 87, sir. 

Captain Ares. Page 87. 

The Cuatrman. I suggest we reduce that by $2 million. 

Mr. Ketiener. The total amount is $2,325,000, Mr. Chairman, and 
the items that would be taken out are all second increments. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketitener. The first one is refueling facilities in the amount 
of $682,000; fuel-storage facilities, $534,000; electrical-power facili- 
ties, $564,000; sewage-disposal facilities, $172,000; and water-supply 
facilities, $371,000. All of them are second increments. 

The CHarrman. Now, Captain, that won’t interfere with getting 
ready for the Sea Master, to reduce it down to $5,728,000, will it? Of 
course, I don’t want to put you on the spot, but I want you to be frank 
and candid. We want to go along with you on the bill on what is ab- 
solutely necessary. 

Captain Amxs. May I ask Admiral Cooper to speak to that, sir? 

The Cuatrman. All right, Admiral. 

Admiral Cooper. May I review those again, sir? The refueling 
facilities—— 

The CHarrMan. Read them over. Mr. Kelleher, the ones we went 
over yesterday. We thought we could eliminate these items without 
hurting the project. 

Mr. Keiiener. I will hand him the paper. 

The CHarrman. You get $5,728,000 to begin to take care of the 
Sea Master. This is one the east side. We have another one on the 
west side. 

Commander Marry. May I answer that, sir? 

Admiral Coorrr. I think you might answer that one. 

Commander Matey. Mr. Chairman, the first increment of construc- 
tion which was authorized last year was intended to give us some of 
the longer lead time items. 

The Cuarrman. Well, let’s try to build what we have to build. Lets 
don’t try to be getting authorizations—you know you are not going to 
ask for all this money, this $8 million at this go-round, all of it, but you 
are going to ask for a small part. How much did we authorize last 


year ¢ 


Commander Marry. Last year we were authorized $6 million. 
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The Cuarrman. Have you contracted for all that expenditure? 

Commander Marry. We are about to bid three of the items in the 
amount of about $3 million, sir. me vas about $4 million of this 
work which was funded last year. The balance was not. Of the $4 
million which was funded, we are going out for bids on $3 million 
worth. 

The Cuarrman. Now, it won’t hurt you at all on this second step 
we are taking to have an authorization for $5,728,000. We checked this 
thing very -arefully. We have to build this base. We established it. 
But this i is not going to hurt you at all, to reduce it down $2 million. 

What about it, Admiral ¢ 

Commander Maney. Sir, the intention was that between these two 
increments, last year’s and the one in this bill, that we would have the 
minimum facilities which would be needed to put the base in operation. 

Now if there must be a cut of any sort, we would like an opportunity 
to restudy and try to pick out the area of the cut. 

The CuHamman. We have already restudied it, along this line, and 
this is the least place where the cut can occur. We would be glad for 
you to restudy it, but bear in mind that we think it should be reduced 
to $5,728,000. 

Commander Marry. This is going to be something of a strain, sir 
We already squeezed on this, into ‘what had appeared to us— 

The CuHarrman. No; you haven't squeezed very much. 

Commander Marry. Well—— 

The CuHarrman. You restudy it. We will pass it over for the time 
being. 

Commander Marry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask the admiral a question. 

Admiral Coorrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The trouble with that Sea Master—the fuselage and 
tail were so close that caused a locking of the elevator, to cause the 
thing to just turn over and crash; isn’t that right? 

Admiral Coorrer. No, sir, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what Admiral Russell told me. 

Admiral Coorrer. Well, what happened on that: The word locking 
simply means that the rudder and the horizontal stabilizer were locked 
together deliberately for a purpose. 

‘Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Cooper. But the combination of having that locked that 
particular flight 

Mr. Rivers. Caused it to flip over. 

Admiral Coorrr. Caused forces which had not been anticipated. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, you have gotten that thing corrected ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You are sure of that ? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I am glad to hear that, because I think it is a good 
thing. 

Admiral Coorrer. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. We left off on page 19, “Naval Air Station, Quonset 
Point, R. I.; operational facilities, $882,000.” 

Where is that in the book ? 

Captain Artes. That is on pages 138 and 139, sir. 
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Mr. Gavin. Are you going to pass over this Hertford item, Mr. 
Chairman ¢ 

The Cuatrman. Yes. We will give them a chance to restudy it. 
We checked over it. It ought to be ‘reduced to $5,728,000. I am satis- 
fied after checking it they w vill agree with Mr. Kelleher and myself that 
we are on sound ground. 

Captain Ares. At the Naval Air Station, at Quonset Point—— 

The CuHarrMan. Wait. Let me get the page. 

Mr. Kevitener. Page 138. 

Captain Aigs. 138. 

Mr. Devereux. How did we get way back there? 

The CuarrMan. We passed all those before. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yesterday we completed up to that point. 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that in the bill? 

Captain Aregs. 138. 

The CHarrMan. Quonset Point. 

Mr. Smarr. Page 19, line 3. 

Mr. Devereux. Did we have a meeting yesterday afternoon, Mr. 
Chairman ¢ 

The Cuarrman. No; we didn’t have a meeting yesterday afternoon. 
That is where we finished yesterday morning when we stopped. You 
and Mr. Gavin have been here at every meeting. 

Now, that is for aircraft parking area. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. It is an urgent requirement for aircraft 
parking area at an estimated cost of $882,000. This item is for pav- 
ing five separate areas, and includes related drainage, duct work, 
lighting and tie-downs. Four of the areas, totaling 90,000 square 
yards, will be paved with portland-cement concrete and one 10,000- 
square-yard area will be bituminous pavement since it is not subject 
to damage by fuel spillage. These areas are now unpaved or have the 
World War II steel matting which has outlived its economical life. 
Parking areas must be provided for 473 aircraft of various types. 
We now have approximately 422,500 square yards paved aprons, and 
will need about 125,200 square yards of pavement in the future after 
completion of the requested 100,000 square yards. 

The CHatrrman. You are going to have—after you get this addi- 
tional yardage, you will have the same number of planes you have 
there now, won't you ¢ 

Captain Airs. It is actually a little bit less, sir. 

The CHarrman. What ? 

Captain Artes. Actually a little bit less. 

The Cuatrman. Then why don’t the present facilities 

Captain Artes. We now have 517. Eventually we are coming down 
to 474, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Why don’t the present facilities take care of it? 

Captain Artes. Because a large part of it is now unpaved or it has 
steel matting 

The Cuatrman. I see. 

Captain Arxs. Which is worn out and actually endangers the 
plane, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I see. 

Mr. Rivers. It lasted a long time now. 

Captain Atrss. ‘Yes, sir. 
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The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next one is the auxiliary landing field at San Clemente Island, 
Calif., operational facilities, waterfront facilities, and_ utilities, 
$9,448,000. 

Mr. Devereux. What page is that on / 

Mr. Ketiener. 140. 

Captain Arrxs. This is on page 140. 

The CuatrmaNn, All right; let’s see what this is for. 

Captain Arms. This project consists of 6 line items for a total of 
$9,448,000. It is at the naval auxiliary landing field, San Clemente 
Island, Calif., which is about 83 miles northwest of San Diego. The 
mission of the station is to support and operate a training and retrain- 
ing program for fleet pilots in the delivery of guided missiles and to 
support on occasional carrier air group for fleet training. The first 
increment of this development was authorized last year in Public Law 
968 in amount of $5 million for preparation of the site. This second 
increment will provide for the orderly development of the station and 
includes runway and related lighting and drainage; $3,646,000 will 
provide for construction of a 9,300-foot-long, portland-cement con- 
crete runway, lighting, and drainage. A longer runway is needed, 
but the length is restricted by the size of the island. 

A taxiway for $2,313,000, parallel to the runway, is required for 
access to the runway ends. 

The third item is for “Aircraft parking apron,” in amount of $700,- 
000. Like the runway and taxiway, the apron will be constructed of 
portland-cement concrete; 45,000 square yards of paving will be pro- 
vided at this time, about 50 percent of the total requirement. 

The fourth item is for “Missile-launching area,” in amount of $111,- 
000. This will provide a paved area of 5,200 square yards for launch- 
ing missiles. It will be located about 1,500 feet from the centerline of 
the runway. An earth revetment, approximately 500 feet from the 
launching pad, will protect the necessary instrumentation. A 35-foot- 
wide “tow-away” strip of 12,200 square yards of asphaltic concrete 
will be provided for access to the launching pad. 

The fifth line item is a marginal sheet and ramp at Wilson Cove 


in amount of $744,000. These waterfront facilities are required for 


berthing of the vessels from the mainland, which will handle the bulk 
of the shipping needed to support the activity. The wharf will be 
650 feet long and the ramp for landing ships will be 50 feet wide. 

The final item is “Utilities and services,” for $1,934,000. It will 
include a diesel-electric generation station, and distribution system, 
telephone system, sewage collection and disposal system, water system, 
and roads. 

This is an extremely important station. 

The Cuarrman. This is an auxiliary field ? 

Captain Args. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, where is the parent field ? 

Mr. Rivers. San Diego. 

Captain Arms. There is no field. It is presently serving all the 
purposes 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Ams. This field will serve 

The Cuarrman. You have no main base where this retraining pro- 
gram for the fleet pilots with guided missiles 
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Captain Arxs. Admiral Cooper will tell you what we are doing 
there. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right, sir. There is no place where this 
work is now being done. The main base I think you had reference 
to is in the San Diego area, the naval air station, North Island. This 
will serve the San Diego and San Francisco based squadrons and all 
the ships on the west coast, to provide them with a place where they 
can go to do this kind of training. 

Mr. Rivers. They come from the carriers directly to do this 
training. 

Admiral Cooper. They can; yes, sir. They will come from the car- 
riers and from the shore bases. 

The Cuamman. Well, as a matter of fact, the way the bill is writ- 
ten up, they will first come from the carrier to a training base or some 
other base and then, this being an auxiliary field, they would go to 
this field, would they not ? 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right. The exact rotation will vary, de- 
pending upon the state of training of the individual pilot. 

The Cuarrman. And this type of training is for guided missiles; 
is that it? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The Coarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Gavin. This island—is it in close proximity to this San Nicolas 
Island ¢ 

Captain Arxs. It is in the same chain, down off the coast of south- 
ern California. 

Mr. Gavin. You don’t anticipate, after you get this base developed, 
that you might carry on any oil exploration out there, on the island 
there ¢ 

Captain Artes. It is not our present intention; no, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I was just wondering how the admiral got along on that 
San Nicholas project for oil out there. I thought this was in close 
proximity, that later on, when you get this base established, you might 
want to get in the oil business. [Laughter. | 

The CHarrman. I think, of course, Mr. Gavin, the Government 
doesn’t want to get in the oil business or any other kind of business. 
The Government believes, and the Congress firmly believes, in free 
enterprise. But it is to the interest of the Government to protect its 
own property, not only there, but anywhere else. 

Mr. Gavin. The island is always going to be there and later on if 
there was such a demand made and reserves needed, they could get 
into it. But it is not evident just yet. 

The CHarrmMan. But at the same time there is oil all along the 
Continental Shelf. 

Mr. Gavin. I just asked a question, Mr. Chairman, of whether or 
not they might get into the oil field after the bases are up, that is all. 

The Cuatrman. All right. The next item is “Naval Air Facility, 
South San Diego Bay, Calif., waterfront facilities, $6,795,000.” 

Now that is comparable to the base at Harvey Point, is it not? 

Captain Atres. Yes, sir, it is. 

The Cuarrman. I spoke to Mr. Wilson about this and I told him 
that I thought probably we should try to just carry on one at a time 
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and not be too ambitious in these bases for the Seamaster in view of 
the fact that the Seamaster hasn’t been accepted yet. 

Anyhow, he got here this morning. We will pass this item over. 
Mr. Kelleher, can you see it you can find Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Sir! 

Captain Amers. Mr. Chairman, this is the second increment of this 
base. 

The Cuarrman. I[ understand that. This is merely for dredging. 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir; dredging and bulkhead. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Captain Ares. It is the second increment of the dredging. This 
is needed to provide a usable base for seaplanes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Yes, sir. We haven’t one on the Atlantic side 
and it is highly important to get one on the Atlantic side before you 
build one on the aPcific side, because you don’t know whether or not 
it will meet your requirements and you will ever be able to use the 
Seamaster as we first thought we would. Let it be created and let it 
be born first. If it is satisfactory —— 

Captain Arges. We need operational facilities in both oceans for 
this seaplane, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How much did we authorize last year, Admiral / 

Captain Arges. $414 million, sir. 

The Cuatrman. $414 million. You haven’t made a contract for 
any of it; have you ¢ 

Commander Marry. We have— 

The CHatrman. No, no, no. Let’s don’t hem and haw now. You 
haven’t made a contract yet. 

Commander Matey. No construction contract, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You haven’t made a contract. 

Commander Marry. No construction contract. A. and E. services 
only. 

The CuarrmMan. There is a little dispute going on over the CAA out 
there, too; isn’t there ‘ 

Commander Matey. Yes, sir; so we understand. 

The Cuairman. That is right. We will have to clear all that up. 
I will talk to Mr. Wilson. Pass the item for the time being. We 
will take it out tomorrow. {[ Laughter. | 

The Cuatrman. “Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Wash., op- 
erational facilities, and land acquisition,” $9,433,000. 

Captain Aires. This is the last air station—— 

The Cuartrman. I have gone over every one of these projects. This 
desk is full of information about every one of them. [ Laughter. ] 

It is right on top of this desk, right up there. 

Captain Ares. This is the last station of our fleet support air sta- 
tions, sir, located at Whidbey Island, Wash. This project is for the 
construction of a runway and acquisition of land for $9,433,000. 

This is another one of the longer runways needed to accommodate 
the heavier, faster, modern jet aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. How much land are you going to acquire / 

Captain Aizes. Sir! 

Mr. Keviever. 784 acres. 

Captain AILes. 784 acres. 

The existing 
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The Cuarrman. Go ahead, Captain. 

Captain Artes. Our computations indicate the station requires a 
runway 10,500 feet long. The existing northwest-southeast runway 
of 7,050 feet length which would normally be extended to satisfy this 
requirement is not suitable. The poor subbase and the existing 6-inch 
concrete with 2-inch asphaltic conerete overlay pavement will not 
withstand the heavy load of the modern aircraft and, if continued in 
use, would have to be replaced at greater expense. Construction of a 
new runway on a sound subbase is the most economical method of 
satisfying the requirement. In order to build this runway, 784 acres 
of land will be acquired in fee, the land being adjacent to the existing 
runway. 

Mr. Rivers. That cost $1,131 an acre? 

Captain Aigs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kettener. Mr. Chairman, I might point out that the Secre- 
tary of Defense’s office has cut that acreage and money to 778 acres for 
$818,753, some $60,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Still $1,131 a unit. 

The Cuarrman. In view of that you can reduce this $9 million. 
How much has been cut ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. That is about $68,000, I believe, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Then this item of $9,433,000 should be reduced to 
what ? 

Mr. Keviever. By $68,000, to $9,365,000. 

The Cuairman. Well reduce this item $68,000. 

Captain Ates. We had no indication of that, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keviever. [ am ahead of you. 

Captain Artes. We don’t know what this is for. 

(Mr. Kelleher aside to Captain Ailes. ) 

The Cuarrman. Now reduce this item $68,000. That will be figured 
out there, so I can cut it in my book. 

Mr. Smarr. $9,365,000. 

The CHarman. 9 million, 300 what—— 

Mr. Smarr. $65,000. 

The CHArkMAN. $65,000. Without objection, this item is approved. 

Now the next is Marine Corps air stations. “Marine Corps Auxil- 
iary Air Station, Beaufort, S. C., operational facilities, supply facili- 
ties, and administrative facilities, $2,632,000.” That is on page 

Captain Ares. The first project is at the Marine Corps auxiliary 
air station 

The CHarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Hess. 151. 

Captain Artes. Beaufort, S.C. That is on pages 151 and 152. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Captain Artes. And subsequent pages. 

The Cuarrman. That isright,on page 151. Allright. 

Captain Arges, Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. We all know something about this auxiliary field. 
It was established a few yearsago. Go righ ahead. 








Captain Artes. This project consists of six line items. The first of 
these is for jet fuel storage at a cost of $180,000. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Captain Ares. It will provide a standard 13,500-barrel steel tank, 
fuel line and pump for storage of jet fuel. 
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The second item is the radar air traffic control center at a cost of 
$817,000. This is essential for control of air traffic since the trend 
of aircraft performance is toward higher speed, higher operating alti- 
tudes and shorter endurance when operated at lower altitudes. This 
installation will be capable of controlling traffic within a 100-mile 
radius and can feed 3 aircraft into the final approach simul- 
taneously. This is important because of the limited fuel reserve in the 
high performance aircraft, because delay in landing them may jeop- 
ardize not only the costly aircraft, but also the lives of personnel. 

The third line item is the optical landing system for $160,000. This 
is required for the same reasons as previously outlined for a similar 
facility. 

The fourth item is the approach lighting system at a cost of $170,000. 
This involves the installation of a composite approach lighting system 
on the east-west runway, a pattern of fixed beam lights’ so located as 
to distinctly mark the distances from the end of the runway and 
indicate visually to the pilot the glide position of the aircraft from 
a point 1,500 feet out to the beginning of the landing strip. This 
station will be an all-weather facility and must be equipped to handle 
air traffic consisting of all types of aircraft on an around-the-clock 
basis during all types of weather. Restricted visibility conditions at 
Beaufort prevail frequently and this lighting system is essential to 
insure safe landings under adverse weather conditions. 

The fifth item, Mr. Chairman, is the operations and control tower at 
the estimated cost of $775,000. This station in the near future, will 
be redesignated a Marine Corps air station. A total of 236 aircraft 
will operate from this field, in addition to about 50 to 100 transient 
aircraft per day. To properly control these aircraft an operations 
building and control tower are required to provide traffic control, 
aerology data and necessary clearance facilities. This facility is the 
heart of an air station. 

The final line item for this station, gentlemen, is the administration 
building at the estimated cost of $530,000. This will be an L-shaped 
building to house the administrative functions of this large station, 
functions which are vital to the smooth operations of any organiza- 
tion. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I would like to ask Mr. Kelleher to read a letter from 
Mr. Bryant on the development of bachelor officers quarters and what 
is going on and what they plan to do at this base and the one in Texas, 
which is quite important, to retaining these very high priced officers 
and we have so much money invested in the fliers of these jets. I 
would like to put that in the record. 

The Cuarrman. Read it and put it in the record. 

Mr. Keiiener. It is addressed to the chairman and dated December 
20,1956. Itis from Mr. Bryant. [Reading:] 


The Department of Defense is vitally interested in providing adequate quarters 
for bachelor officers, since there has been a loss of a great many key personnel 
due to inadequate housing. 

At the present time, instructions covering housing for bachelor officers provide 
for an average of only a single room and one-half bath per officer in order that 
present cost limitations can be met. 

As an incentive for the retention of high-caliber personnel through a minimum 
improvement in bachelor officer housing beyond the levels obtainable under 
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present cost limitations, new designs have been prepared and, as pilot projects, 
the Air Force and the Navy have been authorized to proceed with women’s 
bachelor officer quarters at Abilene Air Force Base, Tex., and at the Marine 
Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, S. C., respectively. 

When we present the 1958 authorization bill early in the next session of the 
Congress, we will present sound data and justification for improved living 
quarters for bachelor officers. Until the Congress approved this concept, we 
will not go beyond the pilot structures authorized for Abilene and Beaufort. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Rivers, for calling at- 
tention to the fact that in the next bill probably there will be some 
item with reference to bachelor quarters at these two Marine bases. 

Mr. Rivers. I would just like to say this. Mr. Chairman, this 
base at Beaufort, S. C., is the only one that the Marine Corps, itself 
has designed and sponsored. It is really the pride of the Marine 
Corps. As you know, they had to move out of the Miami area. But 
this is one base they, themselves, have designed and are kind of proud 
of it. I want the committee one of these days to see it. 

The Cuatrman. General Devereux. 

Mr. Deverrux. What is the status of other quarters down there at 
Beaufort? Do we have any Capehart housing down there yet? 

Commander Matey. Capehart housing has been authorized, sir. 
We have Mr. Korink from the Bureau of Yards and Docks here to 
speak to that question. 

Mr. Kortnx. Mr. Chairman, we have a total of 2,565 Capehart 
units authorized, and 1,100 of those have been approved for con- 
struction under the first increment. 

We have acquired land for the entire facility and we are doing the 
land planning for the entire 2,500 units. 

Mr. Rivers. I might say it didn’t cost anything like $1,100 an acre. 
It didn’t cost you but $200 at the most. 

Mr. Korrnx. $215 an acre. 

The first increment is scheduled to go on the market for bids on 
July 7. 

The CuarrMan. Are there any Wherry houses there? 

Mr. Rivers. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. No Wherry houses # 

Mr. Korrnx. No Wherry houses, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Wait a minute. When are they going out for bids? 

Mr. Kortnx. The first increment is scheduled to go out for bids 
on July 7. 

Mr. Devereux. What was the reason for holding this up so long? 
Why wasn’t it moved faster ? 

Mr. Korrnx. Well, we had a problem in land assembly. It is an 
extremely large project, that involves really a community develop- 
ment. It took considerable study on the land engineering to get the 
project underway. 

Mr. Devereux. Do you expect to have that housing ready by the 
time the base is operational ? 

Mr. Kortnx. The initial occupancy of the housing is scheduled, I 
believe, for June, July, or August of next year. How that ties in 
with operations, I don’t know. 

Commander Matery. There are approximately 175 units of DOD 
housing on the station, sir, and they are virtually complete at this 
time. 
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The Cuarmman. What is the strength of the personnel at Marine 
Corps auxiliary air station at Beaufort ? 

Captain Ares. Eventually, the total personnel there will be a little 
over 10,000, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. The thing that disturbs me, Mr. Chairman, is that 
as I understand it the base will be operational long before you have 
adequate quarters there to house the personnel. Is that right or not ? 

Commander Marry. That is right to the extent that there will not 
be a reasonable supply of dependent housing, sir, in the area, until 
this Capehart housing project is completed. 

Mr. Deverevx. Can anything be done by speeding that up so it 
will be truly operational ¢ 

Mr. Korinx. Mr. Chairman, we are giving this project a very 
high priority. We have an expediter assigned to the project, and we 

are doing everything possible to move the project along. 

Mr. Devereux. Is there any indication that you will have the 
financing in order to go ahead with the Capehart ‘housing ? 

Mr. Kortnx. It is a little early to determine that, sir. Until we 
actually put the project on the market for bids, we won't be able to 
make a sound evaluation on the availability of funds. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me say this to the gentleman from Maryland. I 
agree with you thoroughly. There has been much too much delay 
down there. Our subcommittee has been on them. There has been 
an awful lot of delay. And I think it is the Yards and Docks’ re- 
sponsibility. I think they ought to take the responsibility. 

The Cuatrman. The next project is “Marme Corps air station, 
Cherry Point, N. C.,” $6,503,000. That is on page 160. 

Captain Ares. 160 to page—about 10 pages there—to 170, inclu- 
sive, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Captain Ars. The next project for Marine Corps air station, 
Cherry Point, has 9 line items, for a total cost of $6,503,000. 

This is the major Marine air station on the east coast, comparable 
to the Navy master jet field. Approximately 433 aircraft will oper- 
ate from this station, supported by about 14,400 personnel. The Air 
Marines provide support to the Marine Ground Forces; consequently, 
their organization is different from the Navy’s. Any one of the 
Marine air groups must be prepared to move out on very short notice 
in conjunction with their counterpart Ground Force, and the air 
groups train accordingly and require facilities to fit this particular 
requirement. 

The first-line item for Cherry Point is “Access parking area for 
overhaul and repair hangars, $707,000.” This will provide 34,400 
square yards of paving adjacent to the final finish hangar and 21 400 
square yards adjacent to the flight test and emergency repair hangar. 

The aircraft parking areas around these two structures are integral 
parts of these shop buildings. The aircraft painting, engine strip- 
down, and other related work done in these hangars require dust-free 
conditions. The proposed construction will remove the existing dirt 
me oer contamination, improving the operations conditions consid- 
erably 











1819 





The next item is an optical landing system for $160,000. The re- 
quirement for this facility has previously been justified and the opera- 
tion has been described. 

The third-line item is the guided-missile-support facilities at the 
estimated cost of $400,000. is item is similar, in part, to the line 
item described for the naval air stations at Alameda and Mayport in 
that the 6,000-square-foot test and checkout building will be provided. 

In addition, other facilities are required at this station, including 
a loading and an unloading, or disposal, apron; a missile-assembly 
building, a magazine; utilities and access roads. 

After the missile tests, the several parts of the missile—the war- 
head, motor, and guidance system—are assembled in the assembly 
building, a reinforced concrete structure located for safety in an iso- 
lated area of the station. Fins and inert sections are also stored in 
this building. Completed missiles and live components are stored in 
an earth-covered high-explosive magazine. The loading area, a 2,450- 
square-yard concrete pad, must be located adjacent to the main run- 
way at a minimum distance from the magazine to facilitate loading 
and minimize hazards. The disposal pad, 400 square yards, is to be 
located at a remote area to permit safe handling of misfired or hang- 
fired missiles. 

The next item is 1 of 6 in the force aviation and training group area. 
This one is the aircraft parking area for $1,146,000. It is required 
to provide 89,700 square yards of portland cement concrete paving 
to complete the area needed to park the 148 aircraft (including 145 
fighters) assigned to this group, one tactical air group and the 2d 
Marine Wing Headquarters’ Group which operates from this area. 

There are now 74,500 square yards available and 23,800 square yards 
being constructed with a total area required of 188,000 square yards. 

The second item for this area consists of high speed refueling sta- 
tions for $337,000. This will provide facilities for refueling 8 air- 
craft simultaneously at 4 refueling stations, and related facilities, 
including a 2,500 barrel underground steel day tank and accessories, 
9,000 square yards of taxiway and utilities. Eight additional stations 
are required in the future. Fuel consumption rates for modern jet 
aircraft are from 6 to 8 times that of conventional World War ITI 
fighters so that it is necessary to modernize the refueling methods— 
use of fueling trucks—to keep pace with aircraft improvements. 

The next item for this area is squadron hangars at the estimated 
cost of $1,719,000. This involves construction of 4 hangars each 135 
by 203 feet in size, including single-story lean-to’s along 2 sides of each 
hangar for administrative space, workshops, and storage. One hangar 
is required for each of 4 squadrons. This permits technicians to be 
trained at the squadron level. 

This is important in the Marine Corps organization since each 
squadron is required to perform squadron level maintenance on the 
aircraft assigned. As these are relatively small hangars the con- 
struction cost compares favorably with the cost of one or two larger 
hangars which would provide the same aggregate floorspace. 

The next item, gentlemen, is storage buildings at a cost of $348,000. 
This is for construction of a 120- by 400-foot group supply warehouse 
and utilities storage building of steel frame and protected metal sid- 
ing, plus an inflammables storage building 25 by 40 feet in size, having 
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concrete-block exterior walls. It is required for stowage of aircraft 
equipment and military personnel basic allowance gear. 

A force aviation and training group must act and operate as a 
unit since that is the manner in which an operational group would 
operate under combat conditions. An administration building is pro- 
posed in support of this organization. Its construction is estimated 
to cost $191,000. The proposed building will provide 9,440 square 
feet of space. It will replace quonset huts, the substandard facilities 
now in use for performance of the administrative functions in the 
area. 

Mr. Chairman, the last item for this station is the utilities and 
services needed to make the other proposed structures usable. These 
facilities, estimated to cost $1,495,000, will provide for site prepara- 
tion, systems for electrical distribution and street lighting, steam dis- 
tribution extension and water distribution, sewer mains, roads, walks 
and parking areas, ground drainage and fire-alarm system. Some 
utilities now exist in the area, but are of a temporary nature and 
must be replaced. 

The Cuairman. Now, Captain, I want you to advise the committee 
which one of these nine items are going to be the ones that you are going 
to be asking to be funded out of ‘the money that is going to be appro- 

riated this year? Which is your ones—now just give the committee 

1ere a little information as to how you are going to go about getting 
your money for the $6,503,000 at Cherry Point? Let’s see how you 
are going to proceed. 

Captain Ares. All of the items at this station are in the funding 
list. 

The CHatrman. All of what 

Captain Ares. All of the items at this station are in the funding list, 
sir. 

The Cuairman. You are going to ask for every bit of it? 

Captain Atxs. Yes. 

The CHarrMan. On this one? 

Captain Ars, Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Even to include the administration building ? 

Captain Ars. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. And when you have been carrying on this plant 
without this new building? 

Captain Arrzs. They are in quonset huts now. 

The Cuarman. What? 

Captain Arres. They are in quonset huts there now, sir, and very 
temporary. 

The Cuatrman. I am talking about administration building. 

Captain Ars. The administration is conducted in quonset huts 
now, sir. 

The CuarrmaN. In a quonset hut ? 

Captain Arxes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It has been meeting all the requirements, hasn’t it ? 
It is ample? 

Mr. Smart. You could do it in a tent. 

Captain Ares. That is only $191,000. That is not a very big ad- 
ministration building, sir. 

The Cuatrman, And you are going to ask for every item 
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Captain Ares. Every one of the items at this station is in our 
funding list, sir. 

The Cuarman. Of course, there are a great many items that we 
passed through up to date that you are not going to ask for in the 
$455 million that you are asking for appropriations this year to 
implement this bill. But in this item you are going to ask for every 
one ¢ 

C aptain AEs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman, All right, without objection the item is approved. 

The next now is Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, Calif. Opera- 
tional facilities, $3,736,000. Of course, Admiral—off the record. 

(Statement off the record. ) 

Captain Artes. Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, Calif. That is 
on pages 171, 172, 173, and 174 of the book. It is next in the program. 

The project for this station consists of 3 line items at a total cost 
of $3,736,000. El] Toro is the west coast counterpart of Cherry Point, 
and is organized along the same lines. The first line item is the run- 
way extension in amount of $3,176,000. The extension, the need for 
which has already been explained, will lengthen the existing 8 8,000- 
foot northwest-southeast runway to 10,000 feet by a 1,000-foot addi- 
tion to each end. The work will include excavation, fill and grading, 
taxiway extension, airfield lighting and drainage, relocation of the 
golf course, station roads and utilities, and public roads and utilities. 

The other two line items for this station are similar to items pre- 
viously deseribed. One is for optical landing system at a cost of 
$160,000; and the other is the guided-missile support facility for 
$400,000, similar to the type justified for Cherry Point. 

The Cuamman. Now, Captain, what did you say about relocation 
of a golf field ? 

Captain Aries. Golf course. 

The Cuarrman. Golf course. You think in this atmosphere of 
economy that we should be dealing with golf fields, excepting at Burn- 
ing Tree and Augusta? [ Laughter. ] 

The Cuamman. How much is in here for relocation of golf field? 

Captain Atnes. $116,000. 

The CiatrmMan. Well, now, let’s get right down to the heart. We 
are not warranted now to spend that money, $116,000. I suggest, 
members of the committee, we reduce the item $116,000. Without 
objection, the amendment is agreed to and it is reduced $116,000. 

Now, the next is Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, Calif. 
Operational facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, $7,080,000. 
000. There are some questions I want to ask about this. 

Captain Ares. The next project in the program is the second incre- 
ment for the development of the Marine ony auxiliary air sta- 
tion, Mojave, Calif., at a total cost of $7,080,000, based on the plan de- 
scribed in detail to this committee shortly after the conclusion of the 
hearings on the fiscal year 1957 military construction authorization 
program last summer. This concept would move the station operating 
facilities northeasterly from the present location. 

It would allow sufficient space for the long runways now needed 
and for the flight patterns and minimize intrusion into the commu- 
nity of Mojave. This project includes four line items. The first and 
second of these items are types previously justified, a TACAN for 
$39,000 and an optical landing system for $160,000. 
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The third line item is for utilities and services for $3,600,000. The 
area proposed for this development is now undeveloped, consequently 
new utilities must be provided. These will include systems for elec- 
trical distribution, hot water heat distribution, sewage collection and 
treatment, water storage and distribution and drainage and roads, 
walks and parking areas. 

The fourth line item is land acquisition and easements for flight- 
path clearance in amount of $3,281,000. To avoid difficulties that have 
restricted necessary development of other important air stations by 
community and industrial encroachment, the Navy requests authori- 
zation to acquire the land needed for proper development. of this 
station. It includes fee acquisitions of 16,010 acres to the east and 
north of the present boundaries and easements for flight-path clear- 
ance over 4,261 acres of land. 

The proposed boundaries will encompass the field carrier landing 
practice pattern for the field and will provide the necessary space for 
construction of station-personnel areas remote from the operational 
areas to reduce aircraft noise problems to a minimum. The layout 
will eliminate aircraft approaches and takeoffs over the town of 
Mojave. 

The Cuamman. Now, Captain, when did we establish this field ? 

Captain Atres. 1943, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. How much did we give you last year? 

Captain Artrs. Last year we rec eived $12.556,000: in 1956 it was 
$2,305,400; and in 1955, $160,000, or a total of $15,021,400. 

The CuHarrmMan. How many contracts have you made and how much 
has been funded of that $15 million ¢ 

Commander Marry. Approximately $12.6 million of the $15 million 
was funded, sir, and because of the impending change in the station, 
no construction has been started. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Then you have $15 million that 
you haven’t spent. 

Commander Matey. Yes, sir. 

Captain Ares. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And this is your second step in the development 
of the base? 

Captain Arres. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Why not develop the first one before you take the 
second one? Now you got your $15 million and you haven’t done any- 
thing in the world with it. Do you think Congress would be war- 
ranted to pile it on on top of you now? Why not let this item ride 
until next year and spend your $15 million ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, a major point is a change in the 
location. 

The Cuarrman. Yes; I know. 

Admiral Coorrr. We don’t want to spend the money at the present 
location. We want to have the authority to get the land in the new 
location. 

The CuarmMan. Well, this goes further than the acquisition of land. 
The land is only $3,281,000. 

Mr. Gavin. W hy appropriate more than you can spend anyway, 
if you can’t spend the $15 million 2 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 
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Mr. Gavin. If it takes you a year to spend it, why add on another 
$7 million until you have exhausted the first allocation. 

The Cuarrman. That is exactly my point. Weshould not authorize 
this item because the $15 million we gave them last year hasn’t ever 
been contracted. 

Captain Armes. May we explain the land problem ? 

Mr. Trencxen. Mr. Chairman, the land problem is the key. Until 
we can get the authority to buy the land we can’t go ahead with any 
construction. 

The CuarrMan. All right. Why not just go ahead and buy the 
land? Then you can use your $15 million. 

Mr. Trencken. We are asking for the authority in this program 
for the land. 

The Cuarrman. Yes; but you are asking for more than that. The 
land is only $3,281,000. 

Commander Mater. The other major item, Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, but you haven’t spent the other $15 million 
which dealt with structures on the land. 

Commander Matey. Yes, sir 

The Cuarrman. I think the committee would be warranted to reduce 
this—to give them $3,281,000 for the acquisition of the land and cut 
the balance of these facilities out, until you develop your $15 million. 

Mr. Kitpay. I would like to hear what the commander was attempt- 
ing to say. 

Commander Matey. To go hand in hand with the facilities that we 
can build within this $15 million, we need to develop utility services 
and roads and streets in the new area where we will be building. That 
is the other major item in the 1958 program, sir, of 3 million 6. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now let’s see what we gave you the 
$15 million for last year. Go ahead there and read off last year’s 
bill now. You have that law. What is it, Mr. Kelleher? Read it 
out. 

Commander Matry. I have last year’s items here. Runway and 
taxiway improv ements, $2,738,000; fuel storage and fuel stations, 
$799,000; a training building, $325,000; turbojet engine test facility, 
$170, 000; barracks, $2 515,000 ; subsistence building, $786,000; bachelor 
officers’ quarters and mess, $1,284,000; recreation building, $95 95,000 ; 
theater, $374,000 ; electrical distribution system, $266,000 ; water sys- 
tem expansion, $166,000 ;steamplant and distribution system, $785,000 ; 
sewage-treatment plant, $296,000; roads, walks, and utilities, $710,000 ; 
gas-distribution system, $90,000 ; land acquisition, $296,000. 

The Cuarrman. Now, that is what we authorized to be put on this 
base last year. And you haven’t contracted for any of it, due to the 
reason you say you haven’t been ableto get the land; is that correct ? 

Commander Mauey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman, Now, will you tell us why you didn’t get the land 
from the public domain ? 

Mr. Trencxen. There is a very small amount of public domain 
involved in it, only 160 acres. 

The CuHarrman, All right. What is the other reason you didn’t 
get the land ? 

Mr. Trencken. The present station is down in this corner [indi- 

cating], as they determined necessary to put the new runways in—— 

The Cuarrman. Can all the members of the committee see the map ? 
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Mr. Trenckxen. They moved the runways to this area and it is pro- 
posed to acquire the property here and the easements over the prop- 
erty shown in green. It will really be a new station built over in 
this area. 

Mr. Ketiener. The runway was headed so that the planes would 
go right over the town there, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Trencken. The runway was right over the town itself. 

The Cuamrman. So the people objected to the runway and you had 
to relocate it ; is that it / 

Mr. Trencken. That is right. 

Admiral Coorrr. Substantially. 

The CuarrmMan. You haven't acquired the land even up to this time / 

Mr. Trencken. We didn’t have authority to buy this other piece. 

The Cuairman. All right. Now, this authorization contains an 
item for acquisition of the land. 

Mr. TrencKEN. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, if you get the land, then you can carry out 
your program that was laid ‘down in the previous bill, can’t you? 

Mr. TrenckeEN. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Why isn’t it sound to do that and not carry on 
this program set out in this public-works bill? I don’t think the 
committee is warranted in appropriating this $7 million. 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question on that? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Wouldn't it be less expel sive in the long run to go 
ahead with your utilities and services if you carry out this project 
concurrently 

Commander Marry. Yes, sir; that is our desire in the matter and 
for that very reason. 

Mr. Gavin. Why did you ask for these other items when you knew it 
was essential to put in utilities and services before you got around to 
the items that had been recommended and approved 

Commander Marry. Well, the items which are in last year’s bill, s 
were planned to go in the location of the old station where there were 
utilities already existing. Now we are moving to a new location and 
we need to develop utility systems. 

Mr. Gavin. Are you sure you are not coming up next year and want 
to move to another location? It looks to me you are in a rather highly 
congested area right now and you are going to be cramped there in 
another 5 years. They are right over alongside ofatownthere. They 
are going to be moving. They had to change the runw: ay because 
the people there objected to the jets flying over the town. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. How large i is Mojave, Calif. 

Captain Sancer. 2,500 people. Iam Captain Sanger. To correct 
the record for a minute, the people did not object to the present 
station as it now exists. In the Chief of Naval Operations Office, we 
haven’t had one letter of objection to the present runways. This was: 
forward-looking concept, Mr. Gavin, to stop ourselves, as you aid: 
5 or 10 or 15 years from now being boxed in, the same way as we are 
at some of our stations that were built 20 years ago. 

This is purely a future planning idea to avoid getting mixed up with 
the town and to move this station away 3 miles from the town and 
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acquire enough land in fee and avigation easements to prevent either 
the town encroaching on us or our ‘disturbing the town to the extent 
that we would get considerable : agitation to have us move. 

Mr. Mixer. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania would yield ? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. C hairman, I think they should be complimented 
on looking forward to the future ‘development of the base. 

The Cuarman. Yes, I think so, too. But that doesn’t warrant us 
to continue to spend it all at one time. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarmMman. They are to be complimented for having vision. 
Because without vision the people perish. But that doesn’t mean you 
have to bankrupt yourself because you have vision. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Kinpay. Let me see if I understood this correctly. In the 
authorization last year, you had, I thought I detected, something for 
all utilities. You had water, sewage, “and so on. But it was an 
extension and not the installation of new. 

Commander Marry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. But the extension of utility systems. 

Commander Marry. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now, inasmuch as you are going to a new site, you 
propose in this bill for the installation rather than the extension of 
utilities ¢ 

Commander Marry. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Couldn’t we give you an authorization now for the 
land and change the language of last year’s bill so as to those utility 
items—to be installation and expansion or whatever it takes, so you 

can go right ahead and have a sufficient amount of money authorized 
to get that portion of it done ¢ 

Commander Marry. That would gre us a start on the program, 
sir. The amount of money in last year’s bill is not as much as we 
are asking for and it would not get us all the way on the road to 
serving the new buildings. 

Mr. Kinpay. But if we gave you all that you had last year for 
expansion, all you need now for land, and maybe a little more to 
supplement utilities, you would be able to come out, wouldn’t you? 

Commander Matey. We would be able to live with that. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask a question 

The Cuatrman. Then I suggest—wait 1 minute—all right. 

Mr. Rivers. Then it would require, following Mr. Kilday’s sug- 
gestion, really a rescission and a new authorization. You would 
have to rescind your action, wouldn’t you? Wouldn’t it require 
rescissionary action? What about that, Bob? 

Mr. Ketiener. I believe not, Mr. Rivers. All of the terms used 
in the law are so broad and generice—— 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. Kertitener. That this legislative ce that is being made 
right now would be adequate authority. I don’t think any change i in 
the law itself would be necessary. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bates. 














1826 


Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, may I ask what you intend to do with 
the property which you are expecting to acquire for the original 
project. 

Mr. Trencxen. There is a small portion—the property that was 
originally intended to be acquired was right along in here. 

Mr. Bares. $296,000 to which the captain referred ? 

Mr. TrenckEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. In that area. 

Captain Ares. $296,000 last year in land acquisition. 

Mr. Bares. Are you still going to acquire that? 

Mr. Trencken. That will be acquired in this authorization. 

Mr. Bares. You might have a chance to save a little. 

Mr. Mutter. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Well, in last year’s authorization there was authori- 
zation for runway extension and so forth. That was before this 
move was contemplated. 

Captain Aixgs. Yes, sir, that is right, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That will not be gone through with, will it? 

Captain Aizs. No, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That money will be used for the new station. You 
are not going to do anything with the present station ? 

Captain Ares. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. These utilities you mentioned here: 
You didn’t intend to install those utilities under the old plan? 

Captain Aizs. No, sir, not in the new station. 

Mr. Bray. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Now members of the committee—I think 

Mr. Bray. I was asking a question. 

The Cuamman. Pardon me. I thought you asked the question 
and he answered and you were finished. 

Mr. Bray. No. These utilities that you propose to use in the new 
plan that you have now would not have been needed in the old plan? 

Captain Ars. No, sir. 

Admiral Coorer. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. What utilities does that consist of? Just generally. 

Captain Armes. Water and electricity, steam, sewage. : 

Mr. Bray. How far are the buildings located here? They will not 
have to be changed, will they ? ; 

Captain Ares. Only a few of the operational buildings, sir. 

a Bray. Then the utilities in the other buildings can still be 
used ? 

Captain Ares. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bray. How many million are you asking here for utilities, un- 
der the new plan, that you didn’t have before ? 

Mr. Gavin. 3.8 million. 

Captain Ares. $3,600,000. 

Mr. Bray. You mean you are paying $3.6 million just for water on 
runways and electricity on runways? That is where you are making 
the change, isn’t it? ’ 

Commander Marry. No, sir. The change in planning envisages 
paneer, and operational facilities adjacent to the new runway sys- 
em. 
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Mr. Bray. And then you are abandoning the old hangars. 

Commander Matey. They will be used to the extent that they are 
available. 

Admiral Coorrr. As a matter of actual fact, sir, the old hangars 
and the old buildings there are World War II structures and they 
are practically useless. They are going to have to be replaced in any 
event. 

Mr. Bray. Then you would have had to—— 

Admiral Coorrr. You would have had to replace 

Mr. Bray. To rebuild them anyway. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. But you wouldn’t have to do that this soon, is that 
correct ? 

Admiral Coorrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask what was the cost of the original project ? 
What was the cost estimate of the original project ? 

Mr. Smart. Capital investment. 

Captain Armes. Last year? 

Mr. Smart. No, capital investment. 

Mr. Gavin. What was the cost of the original project, estimated ? 

Mr. Smarr. How much do we have in the base? 

Captain Arges. Around $9 million in round figures. 

Mr. Gavry. $8 million. Now with these changes that you envision, 
as pointed out by the chairman, what is it going to cost ? 

Captain Artes. That will bring it up—with the $15 million of this 
last year 

Mr. Gavin. No, I mean the total. I asked you the total cost of the 
project as you first planned it, as it was first planned. What was the 
estimated cost of it ? 

Captain Ares. It was $15 million authorization that we received 
over the past 3 years, plus about $9 million for the existing facilities. 

Mr. Gavtrn. $15 million. All right, now, with this revision, where 
you have had vision, what is it going to cost ? 

Captain Artes. Last year we estimated the total cost would be about 
$47.5 million under the old concept. 

Mr. Gavin. $47 million. Originally—the original authorization, 
estimated cost, was $15 million. Now you have changed your plant 
and the cost now is up to $47 million. 

Captain Arrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. An increase there 

Captain Arzes. $47 million after this year, sir, under the new 
concept. 

Mr. Gavin. Of $32 million 

The CuarrMan, $81 million 

Mr. Bares. $81 million. 

The CuarrMan. $81 million. 

Mr. Gavin. $81 million, because you have revamped and changed 
the whole program as laid out originally, is that right? 

Mr. Ketrener. Is it not the same kind of facility they will get for 
these two different sums, Mr. Gavin ? 

Mr. Gavin. I realize that, but I am merely pointing out that the 
differential is very great because they come up one year and they have 
determined upon a plan at an estimated cost and a year from there 
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they have changed their plans and increased the cost. Therefore, I 
just wondered what the differential was. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s clear this matter up. 

Admiral Cooper. Mr. Gavin, may I try to clear this thing up? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Admiral Coorrr. The difference in cost from our original plan and 
present plan is about 6 or 7 million dollars. 

Mr. Gavin. 6 or 7 million dollars. 

Admiral Coorrer. About 6 or 7 million dollars more with the new 
plan than the old one. 

Mr. Gavin. You are certain you are satisfied now and in another 
year you are not going to come up and change your mind again and 
have another 8 or 10 million dollars more on it? You are satisfied 
now. 

Admiral Cooper. The original plan and the present plan differ by 
$6.8 million. 

(The following comparison of the total estimated costs for full 
development of the station under the old and new concepts is as 
follows :) 

Million 
(a) Total estmated cost to develop the station at the present site if run- 
way length were limited to 8,000-foot sea-level equivalent___-______ 47.5 
(b) Total estimated cost to develop the station at the present site if 
runway lengths were to be extended to 10,000-foot sea-level equiva- c 
aptamer shrek aaa ep eyo an aemn em sche liste renee Reconceinpearonnaennierterke ar a 
(c) Total estimated cost to develop the station at the proposed new site 
if runway lengths were to be constructed to 10,000-foot sea level 
a a ls Lal Sines igs esa Dinas baierenli> Snecma edad. apnea aandaba abso 81.1 

Mr. Gavin. Well, the captain said that the original plan was $15 
million and it is now $47 million. That differential is $32 million. 
I don’t know what the figures are. I am merely trying to find out 
what you originally estimated the cost of this field and what you esti- 
mate it will cost now when it is completed. 

Captain Airs. The program we proposed last year was for $15 
million, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Mr. Smart. But you were going to ask more. 

Mr. Gavin. Now, it is $47 million. 

Captain Airs. That is over and beyond what we are asking this 
year. It is the estimated cost for future work. 

Mr. Gavin. Well 

The CHarrman. All right. Why isn’t this the situation: Why 
isn’t it the sensible thing to do—you have $15 million there for this 
project you haven’t spent. 

Captain Armes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Why shouldn’t you use this $15 milion to be spent 
on the 16,000 acres that we are going to try to acquire. 

Admiral Coorrr. And the utilities, sir? 

Captain Ares. Including the utilities for that. 

The CuarrMan. Well, not including the items in this bill. 

Captain Artes. No; I mean at the new station. 

The Cuarrman. The $15 million took care of utilities in last year’s 
bill. ; 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. But I mean the utilities at the new 
station where we put the new strips. 
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The Cuarrman. Apply your $15 million to your new station as far 
as possible and let’s get this 16,000 acres of ground first here. We 
haven’t got the ground. We don’t know whether we are going to get 
the ground. Now, the sensible thing to do is to authorize $3,281,000 
in this bill. 

Captain Args. Yes, sir; that will allow us to acquire the land. 

The Cuarrman. And take your $15 million you have now and apply 
it on what land you are able to acquire. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right. 

Captain Aies. That is all right. That. will do it—it will permit 
us to get a start on the utilities at the new site. 

Mr. Kirpay. In that connection, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Kelleher has 
said that the bill last year, being in categories under very general 
terms, but the Department had committed itself to the committee in 
the hearings as to the purposes for which were to be used—— 

Captain Ames. That is right. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right. 

Mr. Kripay. That by now authorizing the amount for the land 
the committee understands that $15 million is continuing and that 
Department has the right to use the $15 million. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kinpay. In accordance with the discussion here today. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right. 

Captain Aregs. That is right. 

The Cuairman. That is right. Without objection, the $7,085,000 
is stricken out and we will put $3,281,000. 

Mr. KeLLeHeR (aside. ) 

The Cuamman. Now wait one minute before we get away. You are 
confronted with a water situation out there, aren't you‘ Now put 
the cards on the table about the water. 

Mr. Gavin. What was that? 

The Carman. Water. All out in California you have water 
problems. And some of these things are getting serious. 

Commander Matey. We made extensive—— 

The Crarrman. Now what is the situation with water now? What 
assurance are we going to have—we didn’t get what we thought, did 
we / 

Go ahead, Commander. 

Commander Maney. Sir, we have been assured we are not going 
to get the land through Mr. Sheppard’s committee until we have the 
water problem solved. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Commander Marry. And I suspect the same feeling is here. 

The CHatmrmMan. Now wait one minute. This 16,000 acres of 
ground, the bulk of it is private land, isn’t ? 

Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Cooprer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Isn’t that correct? 

(Chorus of “That is correct.” ) 

The Cuarrman. How many acres of public land? 

Mr. TreENCKEN. 160 acres. 

The CuarrMan. 160 of public domain ? 

Mr. TrencKken, Yes, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. Then the balance of the 16,000 acres is privately 
owned ? 

Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, you haven’t worked out your water problem, 
have you ? 

Commander Matry. Yes, sir, we think we have. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the last time I checked on it you were some- 
what bogged down. 

Commander Mater. No, sir, we have put down test wells in the land 
area which we are proposing to acquire under this bill and have found 

water. The United States Geological Survey has controlled and di- 
rected the operation for us out there and they advise that the water 
which we have found in these drilling operations will be sufficient 
for our needs for the next 50 years. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what did Mr. Engle say ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Sheppard, I believe you mean. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Sheppard, I believe you are referring to. Mr. 
Sheppard said the Navy would not get the land until they had solved 
the water problem. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. They did have a problem at first but the commander 
says they have solved it. 

The CHarrmMan. You have solved your water problem / 

Commander Matry. Yes, sir. We have taken the step of having 
test wells drilled. That is one reason that this job has been a little 
slow to do. We wanted to be sure of the water supply before we 
went ahead with other planning on it. 

The Cuarrman. Are you now assured of sufficient water for this 
base ? 

Commander Marry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now how many personnel are you going to have 
there? 

Admiral Coorrr. About 3,000. 

Captain Aires. A total of 3,000. 

The Cuatrman. How many? 

Captain Artes. About 3,000 total. 

The CHatrman. What will be the maximum load there over any 
period of time ? 

Captain Ares. 3,000 total. 

The Carman. 3,000. Now, how deep are these twells going to 
have to be? 

Commander Marry. 200 feet, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, are you running into trouble with any Cali- 
fornia water laws? 

Commander Marry. We have not so far, sir, and every indication is 
that we will have no conflict on withdrawal of this water for our 
own use. 

The CHamman. You think we will be warranted in buying this 
land, with the assurance that you can get water 200 feet out of drilled 
wells? 

Commander Marry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Sufficient to take care of the 3,000 personnel ? 

Commander Marry. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. And any expansion that would take place in there? 

Commander Maney. That is correct. This prediction envisages 
some expansion in our load as time goes by. 

The ( HARMAN. Now, is there any objection raised on account of 
these wells lowering the water table from people in that area! 

Commander Mater. No, sir; there is none. 

The Cuatrman. Is there going to be any satis about acquiring 
this 16,000 acres of ground ? 

Is this in the cottonfields in the neighborhood of Bakersfield? 

Mr. Trencken. No, sir; there doesn’t appear to be any difficulties. 

The Cuatrman. What type land is this? Is it irrigated lands or 
is it 

Mr. Trencken. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Practically desert land that hasn’t been leveled off ? 

Mr. Trencken. For the most part it is desert-type land. Its value 
has been increasing. Desert land values in California have been ris- 
ing by leaps and ‘bounds, and the value of it is due to the overall 
increase in the value of desert land in the West. 

The Cuarrman. I see you estimate it is going to cost $165 an acre? 

Mr. Trencken, Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the Navy Department doesn’t think it is go- 
ing on a place where it ultim: itely will have water trouble? 

‘Admiral Cooper. I don’t think’so. 

Captain Artes. We don’t think so. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, why is there any question about water 
having delayed you, when an abundance of water is available no more 
than 200 feet deep ¢ 

Commander Maney. Sir, we did not wish to develop test wells on 
the property until we had some assurance that this change in the 
program and the location of the station was going 

Mr. Kitpay. I mean in the general area. Why would the question 
ever arise if you had an abundance of water no more than 200 feet 
deep ? 

Commander Matey. This is not a general condition in the area, 
sir. There is a water shortage in much of California, as you know. 

At the present time we obtain water from the city of Mojave and 
from the Southern Pacific Railroad. 

Their wells are pretty much loaded. They would like us to get 
water from other sources. 

The water problem at Mojave has been a matter of long standing. 

We do not wish to go in and develop wells and have that as public 
knowledge—which would affect the value of the land—until we were 
close to being in a position to acquire the land. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now let’s go back on that. 

Now how much have you spent there all together? What is the 
total expenditures made there at this Mojave base ? 

Captain Armegs. $8,931,000 on our own land. 

The CHarmman. All right. 

Captain Ares. And $3800, 000 on leased land. 

The Craman, Why wouldn’t it be wise—and it has been inti- 
mated by Mr. Sheppard, a member of the Appropriations Committee 
from California—to slow down until you clear up the water situa- 
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tion? Why wouldn’t it be wise to continue to slow down until we 
clear up the water condition ? 

If it becomes necessary, on account of water, you may have to move 
this base. 

Captain Ars. We think it is cleared up. 

Commander Matry. We think it is cleared up now and the water 
which we have discovered now is on the land area which we are pro- 
posing to acquire. 

The Cuarrman. At first you contemplated getting the water from 
the Mojave community. 

Captain Airs. That is what we are doing at our present station. 

The Cuarrman. And the Southern Pacific Railroad, is that correct? 

Captain Ars. That is the way we are presently getting it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. And you sntitipaied that in this de- 
velopment program ? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. And now you are going to get your water from 
your own source ? 

Captain Armes. From our own land, yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. From your own land. And you tested it out and 
you are absolutely satisfied ¢ 

Captain Armes. Yes, sir. 

Commander Matery. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That you can get the water? 

Commander Matey. Yes, sir, that is right. 

The Cuatrman. I want to say this—off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarman. Now why is it you got to get in an area where there 
is a little water question and a little doubt about plenty of water, to 
put all these bases? Why can’t they be put out in sections where there 
is an abundance of water ? 

Mr. Norsiap. We have lots of water in the Pacific Northwest, and 
lots of land there, that is available. 

The Cuatmman. And in Georgia and Texas and Pennsylvania? 

Mr. Kiipay. We have a lot of water right now. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Gavin. We have so much we are trying to harness it and use it. 

The Cuarrman. Now what military advantage was ever in the first 
instance to locate at this base there? 

Captain Armes. Admiral. 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, it is up in the desert where it is 
fairly free from interference, where it has access to gunnery ranges 
and where it can serve as a gunnery station for the major base at El 
Toro. 

This is a part of the Marine west coast complex to provide the train- 
ing for the Marines in that area. 

he CuHarrmMan. Now, we have a little water problem down at El 
Toro, haven’t we? 

Admiral Coorprr. Yes, sir. 

The CHarmman. Exactly. And we have them all out there. 

Now, what was the military reason to hang our hat at El Toro? 
You could put this somewhere else, couldn’t you, just as well ? 

Admiral Coorrr. E] Toro is before my 

The Cuatrman. Now, these are Marines. These are not ships. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right. 
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The Cuamman. And planes from it. These are soldiers. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Why can’t you locate at a base somewhere else just 
as well as the base you do locate at it? There is no particular reason 
why you do it. It is just that you picked it out there. 

Anyhow, for the time being, we will reduce this to $3,281,000. 

Without objection, we will take the next item. 

Now, “Marine Corps air facilities, New River, N. C., operational 
facilities, $131,000.” 

Captain Ares. This project is for Marine Corps air aaa New 
River, N. C., for $132,000. This is a helicopter facility in the Marine 
Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, complex. The first line item is TACAN 
for $39,000 and is required for the same purpose as the TACAN’s pre- 
viously justified for other stations. 

The second line item, Mr. Chairman, is boilerplant addition for $93,- 
000. This is for addition of a third boiler in the existing central 
heating plant. The plant was originally designed to house 3 boilers 
but now has only 2. Additional buildings requiring heating have 
been constructed since the existing two boilers were placed in opera- 
tion. 

When the new buildings have to be heated in addition to the exist- 
ing buildings the two boilers will be overtaxed and neither one can be 
shut down for necessary periodic maintenance. 

The present capacity is 25.5 million B. t. u. per hour and, with the 
new buildings in operation, peak demand will be 35.75 million B. t. u. 
per hour. The proposed boiler will add 12.75 million B. t. u. per hour. 

The CHatrmMan. Without objection, the item is sdcovel 

Now, the next one is special purpose air stations. “Naval Air De- 
velopment Center, Johnsville, Pa.” Operational facilities, $39,000. 

How did you get so generous in the State of Pennsylvania, for 
$39,000 ? ; 

Captain Arxs. This is the fourth and last group, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Captain Aires. In continental aviation facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s find it. 

Mr. Ketiener. 186. 

Captain Ares. This is a special purpose air station. 

Three projects are included in this group for a total of $9,917,000. 

The CuHarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Captain Aines. The first is for the Naval Air Development Center, 
Johnsville, Pa. 

The CHarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Smart. Hold the phone a minute. 

The Cuatrman. Where is it in the book? 

Captain Artes. Page 186. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. 

Pardon me. Go ahead, Captain. 

Captain Aizes. The first is for the “Naval Air Development Center, 
Johnsville, Pa.,” approximately 17 miles north of Philadelphia, This 
center performs research, design, development, test, evaluation, and 
special studies in several fields of naval aviation. The project for 
Johnsville is a TACAN for $39,000, as has been described previously 
for several other stations. 
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The Cuaimman. Mr. Gavin; have you any comments on the 
thoroughness with which this 
Mr. Gavin. I think it is very essential that this item be approved. 

The Crarrman, Without cieatn, this item is approved. 

Mr. Gavin. Even if a blind hog gets an acorn once in a while. 

The Cuamman. Just a small one. “Naval Air Station, Patuxent 
River, Md., operational facilities, $2,089,000.” 

Captain Ars. This item for naval air station, Patuxent, involves 
two line items for $2,209,000. 

The first line item is pavement repairs and seaplane ramp at the 
estimated cost of $2,089,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We adopted the policy. 

Without objection, that item is agreed to. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question there? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Keuiener. Is any of that two-million-odd dollars devoted to 
the Seamaster ? 

Captain Ares. It is all intended for the support of that Seamster. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. Then the Seamaster can operate here ? 

Admiral Cooper. No, sir; not without this facility, it can’t. 

Captain Airs. The station is for test and evaluation of aircraft. 

Mr. Bray. Well, will you have the plane there? 

Admiral Coorrr. There will be a plane there for testing purposes; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Then it has to operate there to be tested there, hasn’t it ? 

Admiral Coorsrr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Well, my first question was correct. It can operate 
there? 

Mr. Ketiener. Not today. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Not today, because you haven't the plane yet. 

The Cuarrman, That is right. And my thought was to only de- 
velop at Patuxent and leave out the one in North Carolina and leave 
out the one in California for the time being. 

But I think I was a little too harsh in that decision because we 
must make some dredging for future bases. Otherwise, we would 
have to slow down the production because you won’t have accommo- 
dation at Patuxent. 

Mr. Norsiap. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, but, Patuxent is where you do all your experi- 
mentation. That is a very important base, Patuxent. 

The CuatrMan. This item is all right. 

Captain Aries. Yes, sir. This couldn’t be the operational base. 
This is a test and evaluation base. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes. 

Captain Ares. We can’t operate the squadrons from there. 

The Cuarmman. We are clearly warranted in doing this. 

Mr. Norsuap. Let me ask a question. 

The Carman. Without objection 

Mr. Norsiap. Mr. Chairman, let me ask one question. 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Norsiap. What operational seaplanes does the Navy have now- 
adays, if any? 
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Captain Ares. We have quite a few of them. 

Admiral Coorer. P5M’s, the Marlin; the R3Y, the Tradewind; the 
UF, the Albatross; and the P6M, the Seamaster, which is not yet 
operational. 

Mr. Norsiap. There are several operational seaplanes? 

Captain Armes. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. Devereav. Mr, Chairman, may inject something here. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Admiral, there is no question about the eventual 
operation of the Seamaster, there? 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. That is what I have been assured from the Glen 
Martin people. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members—— 

Mr. Wutson. Mr. Chairman, I have been testifying on my bill before 
the Judiciary Committee. 

I understand you were looking for me. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wilson, I think 

Mr. Gavin. Before we go on, this is located at St. Mary’s, in Mary- 
land; is that correct ? 

Captain Anes. Yes, sir, St. Mary’s County. 

Mr. Gavin. St. Mary’s County. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, the item for the Patuxent 
River base is approved. 

Now let’s turn back to San Diego, which 

Captain Ares. That is on page 147, sir. 

The Cuarman, Let me get it in my book. I think, Mr. Wilson, 
in view of the fact that we haven’t yet brought into existence the 
type of plane that is going to be used at this facility, on page 19, line 
8—Naval Air Facility, South San Diego, waterfront facilities—I 
think we would be warranted for the time being, without prejudice, 
to pass that over. 

We will take it up when we get a little further with the Seamaster. 
I think that is the sensible thing to do. We are not prejudicing 
the item. It has to go in. We ought to have one on the Atlantic 
side and we will put one down at San Diego. 

Mr. Wizson. I won’t object to that. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, we strike out “Naval Air Sta- 
tion, South San Diego, $6,795,000.” That is the way to do. When 
you believe in economy, let it fall at home the first thing. 

Mr. Wison. I also bow to the inevitable. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Now members of the committee, we have to take a recess now because 
we have two very important bills from our committee on the floor. 

We will stop at this. 

Mr. Devereux. Can’t we finish this book ? 

Mr. Smart. You have one more item. 

Captain Artes. You have one more air station, at Point Mugu, for 
runway extension, land acquisition—runway extension out on San 
Nicolas Island, and a tactical air navigation facility and optical land- 
ing system like we spoke of on other facilities. 

The Cuarrman. This is on San Nicolas Island, isn’t it ? 
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Captain Ames. Part of it is on San Nicolas and part of it is at the 
Air Missile Test Center at Point Mugu. 

But it is related to our longer runways which we need for our 
heavier, faster planes. 

(Mr. Kelleher, aside.) 

The Cuatrman. Listen, I have a great many questions to ask about 
this. You have a reprogramed item for it also. 

So we can’t hurriedly consider this. There is $7 million involved. 

Let it go over until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

I respectfully request all members to be on the floor to help Mr. 
Kilday and myself to try to pass the doctor’s draft bill. 

Mr. Gavin. Are you going to need any help? 

The Cuarrman. And I want to thank all the members of the com- 
mittee for their strong support in getting a new committee room, and 
where everybody can sit at the table. 

(Whereupon, at 11:47 a. m., the committee adjourned to convene 
at 10 a. m., May 24, 1957.) 


Howse oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., May 24,1957. 

(The committee convened at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of 
the committee, presiding. ) 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 7130. 

Now, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Has your subcommittee any report to make to the 
full committee with reference to acquisitions and disposals of 
property ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. The Subcommittee on Real 
Estate and Construction met this morning at 9:30 and we have 
approved the purchase by the Department of the Air Force of the 
mortgagor’s interest in the Wherry housing project at Robins Air 
Force Base, Ga., for $619,966. We had a long hearing and the com- 
mittee is of the opinion that the Government is getting value received 
for this project. 

The CuairMan. I came in the committee room while the hearing 
was going on, just as it was ending up, and the facts which were being 
developed were highly important. We all know it is sometimes 
mandatory to buy Wherry housing. 

Mr. Rivers. I may say this is the first mandatory acquisition under 
the Capehart Housing Act, and also the Public Works Act, of this 
committee, and the first acquisition that was done by negotiations, 
Mr. Chairman, and not by condemnation. 

The CHarrmMan. Now we have 2 or 
now. 

Now I want to say this. As I came in the committee room while 
Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee was making this inquiry, the facts were 
being developed that it is the intention of the departments after they 
acquire these Wherry houses to spend large sums of money to modernize 
those houses. : 
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Now it never was the intention, I think, of Congress that, where we 
acquired these Wherry houses, we would have to expand the floorspace 
and have to make great additions to them, because we run into a con- 
siderable amount of money on the cost of them. 

So I certainly want Mr. Rivers’ subeommittee to go carefully in 
that phase of it and let the full committee try to adopt the policy 
that we are not going to stand by and permit large sums of money 
to be spent on these Wherry houses that you are acquiring. These 
public quarters must be of such character that it will not involve too 
much money. 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman, how many units are there ? 

The Cuarrman. There are 500 units in this. 

Now I want to say this: These people are down in Georgia, and 
one of the builders lived in Macon, Ga.—Fickling & Walker. They sub- 
mitted this proposal for sale of that equity under the present law. 
Under the amendment that was passed in the House the other day, 
there was some hesitancy on their part as to whether to submit it under 
the new one. I advised them that they already submitted it under 
the old law, and under the interpretation of the old acquisition, and 
they would have to stand by it. 

There would be a difference of some $100,000 if they had submitted 
it under the bill that we just passed the other day. So by having sub- 
mitted it under the previous method of calculating the interest of the 
builder, they get one-hundred-thousand-some-odd dollars less than 
they would if they waited until this bill went through. 

Mr. Rivers. I might say, Mr. Chairman, that the subcommittee 
proposes to go into what you say. But you have to keep this in mind. 
When we take these projects over—and I want General Devereux to 
hear this, because he is quite familiar with this. When we take these 
projects over as public housing, we take the man’s, under the law, 
entire quarters allowance. Now that is not the case under the Wherry. 
So we should feel we should give him value received. Because you 
have a morale problem there. Some of the units in this 500-unit proj- 
ect which we are buying now only contain, by testimony, some 500- 
plus square feet. Now if you take a man’s entire quarters allowance 
for 500 feet without making some kind of modification, you run into 
trouble. So the committee will go into that. But we have to keep 
those things in mind. There is not going to be any intention on our 
part to turn these people loose and squander money on these things. 
We have to keep those factors in mind. 

The CHarrman. Without objection 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I make just one observation ? 

The CrarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. In recommending that we impose no objection to that 
particular acquisition this morning, I did have a reservation that we 
should be furnished with a detailed—with some details on the pro- 
posal which the Air Force has for modernizing and remodeling these 
units. 

Now Mr. Rivers has brought up a very important point, that it is 
a pretty difficult proposition to take a man’s entire quarters allowance 
for such small space. 

We do have a policy—or maybe it is written into the statute—to 
require that these Wherries be used for public quarters and that the 
entire quarters allowance be surrendered. 
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Now if that policy is going to lead us into an expenditure which is 
unreasonable, maybe we had better amend that policy and permit them 
to continue at the present levels. 

The Cuatrman. That is right, exactly. 

Mr. Harpy. And discontinue this business—— 

The Cyaan. That is right. Without objection, the recommen- 
dation of the subcommittee is approved and Mr. Kelleher will prepare 
a letter for me to send to the Department that the Armed Services 
Committee of the House interposes no objection. 

Now, members of the committee, we will get back on the bill. Where 
is Lemoore ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Lemoore, Mr. Chairman, in the bill is page 18, line 
14. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Now some witness from out in California wired that he wanted to 
be heard. Is the witness here ’ 

Mr. Keiener. Is Mr. Garland here? 

Mr. Devereux. What page in the book? 

Mr. Keiiener. In the book it is on page 109. 

Mr. Smarr. Didn’t he send that telegraphic statement in here? 

Mr. Kevieuer. I will make another check. 

Captain Ares. The first page—page 109 in book 1. 

The Cuarrman. What is the page in the book ? 

Captain Ares. 109, in book 1, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now you know—this is very close to Moffett Field 
and Moffett Field can’t be expanded. So we authorized to establish 
last year a base in that vicinity about 100 miles farther at Lemoore, 
Cahf. It was to acquire some 16,000 acres of ground, isnt’ that cor- 
rect ? 

Captain Armes. 32,000 acres, Mr. Chairman. [Laughter.] 

The Cuamman. We passed over Lemoore. We had the Congress- 
man, Mr. Hagan, here yesterday—— 

Mr. Kewireuer. He is here this morning, Mr. Chairman, too. 

Mr. Devereux. Have you purchased this land ? 

Captain Ares. Sir? 

Mr. Deverevx. We have title to this land now ? 

Mr. Trencxen. No, sir, Mr. Devereux. Our real-estate project, 
acquisition project No. 207, is now pending in the subcommittee for 
approval. 

The CHatrman. Now here is the situation with reference to land. 
The land was authorized last year and it hasnt’ been cleared by Mr. 
Rivers’ subcommittee yet. 

Mr. Trencken. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, simply because there are not enough 
hours in the day for us to hear it. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. We only have 24. 

The Cuarrman. What telegram have you from this witness? 

Mr. Ketiruer. This is a telegram, Mr. Chairman, from Mr. Gordon 
Garland, who represents the Westhaven Farmers Association. It is 
714 pages long. 

The Cuarrman. Why not let that be handled by Mr. Rivers’ sub- 
committee? Because we have authorized the acquisition of the land. 
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This is a protest from this association of acquiring the necessary 
acreage out there. rin 

Mr. Ketiener. Actually it objects to establishing the base there, 
too, not only the acquisition of the land, This is in opposition to the 
whole project in its present location. 

The CHarMan. Well, o ahead. 

Mr. Keiiener. It is addressed to you, Mr. Vinson. 


STATEMENT BY GorRDON H. GARLAND, PusLtic RELATIONS COUNSEL, IN BEHALF OF 
WESTHAVEN FARMERS ASSOCIATION, SETTING FoRTH THE POSITION OF THE FOL- 
LOWING ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS BEFORE THE ARMED SERVICES CoM- 
MITTEE OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


I appreciate the favor you accorded to me and the honor you do me by making 
it possible for me to present this statement in writing in lieu of a personal 
appearance. Please accept my thanks. 

I represent the Westhaven Farmers Association and present their views in 
opposition to the acquisition of the Lemoore site for a naval airbase by the 
Navy. Westhaven Farmers Association is supported in its position by the 
San Joaquin Valley District Wool Growers Association, Agricultural Air- 
craft Association, a statewide association of crop dusters, and the Committee 
for Community Protection, with over 750 signed members. We oppose the 
location of the naval jet airbase on the proposed Lemoore site for the following 
reasons: 

1. It is against the best interest of our Government to take rich and ex- 
pensive agricultural land out of production for airbase location use. 

2. To locate any military base on expensive and productive land when suit- 
able nonproductive cheap land is available is against the economic policy of 
Congress so broadly indicated during this session and so gratefully appreciated 
by American citizens. 

8. The Lemoore site is underlaid with known mineral or subsurface values. 
The Stanford Research Institute appraises these values at $25 to $75 per 
acre. Lease rentals of $5 per acre per year for exploration privileges are 
widespread with added royalties on discovery. The Texas Co. is now drilling 
and testing a well at over 12,000 feet depth. The cost of this well is more 
than the Navy is offering for all mineral rights involved. Owners believe 
mineral rights alone are worth more than half what the Navy is offering for 
fee simple to both land and rights. It is ridiculous for the Government to 
seek these lands possessed of such mineral rights for a base. 

4. The production of these lands in crops is both known and remarkable. 
Yields of 2 bales of cotton, 2 tons of barley, and 1,000 pounds of alfalfa seed 
per acre are commonplace. Many acres of these lands qualify for annual soil- 
bank payments in excess of the Navy’s offer for fee title. It is nonsensical 
for the Navy to seek to destroy these values and we believe the Congress should 
stop the Navy in this ruthless attempt to destroy without care or consideration 
for the well-being of the people. 

5. The Navy glibly ignores the values involved in cotton acreage allotment 
to these lands and the apathetic indifference in this regard is both shameful 
and contrary to the good and glorious reputation which the Navy bears. 

6. There is also involved in this location valuable and proved water-bearing 
lands. Wells on these lands produce great quantities of irrigation water at 
prices which greatly enhance the overall values. The Navy also refuses to 
recognize these values. We object to this attempted senseless grabbing and nulli- 
fying of the valuable water resouces when both the State and Nation are spend- 
ing billions of dollars for water-resource development. 

7. Many of the farmers in this area are leasehold operators who have spent 
their lives and their substance in development of leases. We abhor and detest 
the treatment held out to them by the Navy. We believe they should not be 
summarily deprived of thier livelihood when it is so unnecessary. The Navy has 
shown little, if any, consideration for the plight of these people. 

8. The Navy proposes to acquire a vast acreage of these lands under an ease- 
ment purchase subject to the four following conditions: 

A. The Navy acquires perpetual rights to all airspace above the land. 

B. The land is perpetually limited to agricultural purposes. 

C. The buildings are perpetually limited to a height of 25 feet. 

D. The land is perpetually nonhabitable, 
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The Navy is offering the ridiculous price of $10 per acre for these easements. 
Under the conditions of the easement, the sale value of the property is literally 
seuttled. We object to this callous rule-and-ruin attitude. 

9. Much of the farming in and adjacent to this area is dependent upon com- 
mercial airplane work for seeding, insect-pest control, noxious-weed control 
and cotton defoliating. This type of flying is aleady hazardous and expensive 
but necessity dictates its use. Every pilot doing this kind of flying testifies 
that in many instances this service will no longer be possible because of the 
hazard involved in low flying or off course jetplanes. In most cases where the 
service will still be possible, the hazards will be so increased as to render the cost 
of the service economically infeasible. This will detrimentally affect lands both 
in Lemoore Base area and for miles on all sides. There are vast reaches of 
cheap wasteland available for these jets. We beg that they be sent there at a 
saving of millions of dollars and a removal of the hazards involved. 

10. In ease No. 1277 before the Los Angeles regional airspace subcommittee 
under date of August 14, 1956, the Navy member emphasized that neither he 
nor anyone else could forecast future plans for naval air station, Lemoreo, or 
any other facility. This means the Navy is establishing a large airbase on 
rich agicultural land and will probably need additional land for expansion. 
This land for expansion must come out of agriculture as the base is completely 
surrounded by agriculture. It is located in the heart of hundreds of thousands 
of acres of rich agricultural land. The Navy will undoubtedly need more 
airspace and this will further hamper or prevent crop production in that area. 
The Air Transport Association and the Airline Pilots Association oppose this 
location. 

11. To remove this large acreage of land from production we believe will be 
to deprive the Federal Government of $1 million per year in income taxes over 
a long period of time and also remove it from local tax rolls. We believe this 
is unwarranted, unnecessary, and unwise procedure. 


CONCLUSIONS 


For these reasons and yet others, we plead with you to weigh our case and 
sincerely hope that our prayer to have the proposed Lemoore base established 
elsewhere may be granted. If, however, our prayer cannot be granted, we beg 
of you to insist that the Navy be instructed to follow a rule of simple justice 
which requires that the farmer be paid an amount that will allow him to go 
into business elsewhere on a basis approximately equal to the farming business 
in which he is now engaged. 

Many other sites are available which will serve the cause of the Navy just 
as well as the proposed Lemoore base and yet will not subject private citizens 
and landowners to tragic and intolerable losses. We continue to offer our 
assistance to the Navy in finding other suitable sites. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Gorpon H. GARLAND, Sacramento, Calif. 

The Cuatrman. Where is the request for the land? Have you the 
request for the land? I think the committee is warranted in trying 
to ascertain the absolute necessity, even though we established it last 
year, of putting it in this community. We ought to make a strong 
case, if it can be done, to warrant the establishment of this base—we 
haven’t spent anything on it yet, have we? 

Captain Ames. Just on the planning and the preparatory work 
on the land acquisition, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. You haven’t spent any money, no 
contracts made or anything. 

Commander Marry. That is correct. 

The Cuarmman. Now Mr. Kelleher, give the committee the benefit— 
what is this? 

Mr. Kettener. That is the real estate project. 

The CHamman. To acquire 31,542 acres in fee, at an estimated 
cost of $7,686,488, on an average of one-hundred-and-some-odd 
dollars. 
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Now, while we established this base at Lemoore, the facts last year 
warranted us to do so—you made a complete survey of that whole area 
to see if this was the rielt place to put it? 

Captain Aires, Yes, sir. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is right, sir. 

2 — CuairmMan. Now, what connection does it have with Moffett 
ield ? 

epee Aires. Admiral Cooper. 

Admiral Coorrr. This base, Mr. Chairman, is to take the jets flying 
out of Moffett Field, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now, Moffett Field was established for what 
purpose ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Moffett Field was originally established as a 
lighter-than-air base. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, in connection with the fleet in San 
Francisco, what is Moffett Field being used for now ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Moffett Field is now being used for patrol planes, 
for transport planes, and for the carrier jet squadrons that are based 
in the San Francisco area. 

The Cuarrman. Moffett can’t be expanded to accommodate the jets 
that come from the fleet ? 

Admiral Coorrr. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And this is to be a fleet jet training base ? 

Admiral Cooper. It is to be a fleet jet base; yes, sir. 

The CrHarrman. On an average, how many planes will be at 
Lemoore ? 

Admiral Coorer. Approximately 400, sir. 

The CHarrman. 400? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You mean 400 during the year, or how many there 
a month? How do you figure? 

Captain Ares. What is the base loading, Admiral Cooper ? 

Admiral Coorer. The base loading is for 400 airplanes. It will 
have as many as 400 at a time. And any number less than that will 
depend entirely upon the deployment of the squadrons, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And where the fleet is. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now the whole program here is estimated to cost, 
when it is built, $84 million. How much did we authorize last year? 

Captain Artes. $10,089,000. 

The CuarrmMan. $10,089,000, and $7 million of that was to acquire 
the land. And no land has been acquired and no contracts have been 
let. No money has been spent at all. 

Captain Ares. About half a million dollars has been spent on the 
planning, the detailed plans 

The CHarrMan. It is just in the planning stage. 

Captain Ares. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And only about half a million dollars for archi- 
tectural fees and work of that character, is it ? 

Captain Ares. Right, sir. 

The CuarmMan. Now, you are asking in the bill now for $30,594,000 
plus the $10 million last year ? 

Captain Aines. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. That is about half of the contemplated expenditure 
for the full development of the field ? 

Captain Ames. Almost half, yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, of course, we have to have this training. If 
Moffett Field couldn’t accommodate it and you could get—how far is 
Lemoore from Moffett? 

Captain Args. 146 miles, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. 146 miles. How far is Moffett from the bay ? 

Captain Ames. Well, Moffett is right on San Francisco Bay, south 
of San Francisco— 

Admiral Cooper. I think 24 miles from the dockside. 

Captain Armes. It is 24 miles from Alameda, where the carriers tie 
up, sir. 

The Cuamman. Yes. Then Moffett is about 24 or 25 or 30 miles 
from Alameda. 

Captain Atzes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Then Lemoore is about 100 miles further east—— 

Mr. Wixson. South. 

Captain Ags. Southeast. 

Admiral Cooper. Southeast. 

The CuarrMan. Southeast. Making a distance of about 160 miles 
from the fleet. 

Captain Arges. Approximately, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, did you make a complete examination of all 
the terrain and all the areas out there to see if you could find any place 
where you don’t have fine agricultural land and there the fields are 
not irrigated ¢ 

How long did you go out there to see what you could find to accom- 
modate the fleet on account of Moffett not being able to be expanded ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, I will have to make an estimate on 
that, but I would think pretty nearly a year of study to come up with 
this location, as that location which could best serve the fleet with 
the least disaccommodation to the people around it. 

The CHairman. Of course, I think we have to do this. We have 
to put it somewhere, because Moffett Field is going to be used for 
certain other purposes. If Moffett can’t be expanded and it was never 
designed—it was named in honor of Admiral Moffett who was killed 
when one of the zeppelins went down. We have to have a base out 
there. Is this the proper place to locate the base ? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, did I understand you to say this is 
irrigated land / ; , 

The CuarrMan. I understand from the statement of the witness 
there, he said it was irrigated. 

Captain Ares. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Kixpay. From what source does the water come? 

The CuarrmMan. Wells. Pumped wells. That is what he said in 
his statement. Read back what the witness said about irrigated land. 
Mr. Kelleher, read what the witness said about wells being sunk in 
that area and the land being irrigated. And also oil is under this land, 
so he says. 

Mr. Ketiener. Item No. 6: 


There is also involved in this location valuable improved water-bearing land. 
Wells on these lands produce great quantities of irrigation water at prices which 
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greatly enhance the overall values. The Navy also refuses to recognize these 
values. 

The Cuatrman. He further stated that it was producing at the 
average of 2 bales of cotton per acre. You have to have irrigation 
to do that. So many thousand tons of barley per section or per acre. 
Of course, a portion of it is irrigated and in a high state of cultivation. 

Mr. Wixson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Witson. How much was the estimated value of this land? 

The CuarrmMan. Seven million dollars in round numbers. 

Mr. Witson. How much per acre? 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Wilson, the appraised value of the fee value is 
$150 an acre. The overall price that appears in the real estate project 
is $243 an acre, which includes road relocations, minerals and all the 
other 

Mr. Witson. Certainly, Mr. Chairman, that is at variance with the 
facts about irrigated land. Land of that type in California is much 
more valuable than that. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, I thnk so. 

Mr. Kirpay. Well, isn’t it true that part of this is the irrigated land 
that is very expensive and probably some marginal land that brings 
the average down to $150! 

Mr. Trenckxen. Mr. Chairman, we have made a study of this and 
this same group requested that we move the station from the better 
land to a less productive area, and that has been done, at the request 
of these same parties which are now protesting, the station being 
shifted some 4 or 5 miles east of its original area, and we have a map 
which depicts the relative value of the soils and shows that the Navy 
has moved over to the east to get out of the better lands into the less 
valuable and less productive lands, and these valuation figures that 
we are quoting are Brepeane by two independent real-estate appraisers 
in California—one Mr. . Ray Hanson, of Fresno, and the cies Mr. 
Fred Prakel, of San Sesiisbons 

Mr. Keviener. Did they base the value on recent sales? 

Mr. TrenckEeNn. Based on recent sales, yes. 

The CuatrrmMan. Well, members of the committee, we approved it 
last year. We started on it. In view of the statement the Department 
has just made and the witness, that they are going to try to eliminate 
the most expensive land and take less expensive land, I think we would 
not be warranted to turn back that which we already commenced. 

So without objection, we will follow along on the full development 
of the Lemoore, Calif., airbase. 

Now members of the committee, that brings us down now to page 20. 

Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, Calif. Now, what place 
is that in the book? 

Captain Ares. Page 191 in the book, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Do the Congressmen want to make any additional 
statement? I see we have both Congressmen from California. You 
want to make any statement in view of the fact the committee has 
already recommended it? We have two of them here. 

Mr. Hagen. Mr. Chairman, no. I merely want to record my pres- 
ence and the presence of four witnesses, unpaid witnesses, from the 
area, on behalf of the Navy position. One is Mr, Lyman Griswold, 
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an attorney. The other is Mr. Minturn, George Minturn, the city 
manager of one of the small cities in the area, Mr. Charles Cham- 
bers 

The CHarrman. Have you gentlemen that came here any pre- 
pared statement, or do you desire to make any statement ? 

Mr. Hacen. Suppose that composite statement be placed in the 
record. 

The Cuarrman. We would be glad to have it incorporated in the 
record. 

Mr. Hagen. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

(The statement referred to is as follows:) 





CASE FOR NAVAL AIR STATION, LEMOORE 
COMMUNITY ACCEPTANCE OF NAVAL AIR STATION, LEMOORE, CALIF. 


With regard to the hearings before the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Appropriations, House of Representatives, 84th Congress, on the military con- 
struction appropriations for 1957, I would like to comment on a question by 
Congressman Sheppard directed to Admiral Cooper concerning the local attitude 
of the people in the area toward the proposed installation of the Naval Air 
Station, Lemoore. At the time of the hearing, the Department of the Navy had 
received 25 resolutions from various civic and fraternal organizations in the 
vicinity of Lemoore, Calif., promulgating the favorable attitude of the citizenry 
of that locality toward the development of a naval air station at a site 10 miles 
west of the city of Lemoore. The organizations were: 


California Federation of Women’s Clubs. 
Lemoore Women’s Club. 

Lions Club of Lemoore. 

Lemoore District Chamber of Commerce. 
City of Lemoore. 

Lemoore Post No. 100, the American Legion. 
Kiwanis Club of Lemoore. 

Hanford Post No. 3, the American Legion. 
YLI No. 139, Hanford, Calif. 

Kings County Community Service Organization 
Kiwanis Club of Hanford 

Kings County Peace Officers Association 
Coalinga Chamber of Commerce 

Avenal Chamber of Commerce 

Corcoran District Chamber of Commerce 
Kings County Democratic Central Committee 
Business and Professional Women’s Club 
Armona Chamber of Commerce 

City Council of City of Hanford 

Kings County Farm Bureau, Hanford 
Chamber of Commerce, Hanford 

Hanford Rotary Club 

Kings County Housing Authority 

Board of Supervisors, County of Kings 
YMI Lemoore Council, No. 87, Lemoore 


Since the date of the original hearings, the 25 listed organizations have reaf- 
firmed their original stand and a great number of supporting organizations have 
since added their names to the long list of organizations supporting the installa- 
tion of the Naval Air Station at Lemoore, This support has come from the sur- 
rounding communities and counties lying outside the Kings County area. I am 
listing also for the record the following organizations: 


Fresno County and City Chamber of Commerce 
The Fresno Chapter of the Navy League 

The Kings County Navy League 

The Visalia Chamber of Commerce 

The Dinuba Chamber of Commerce 

The Lindsay Chamber of Commerce 
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The Exeter Chamber of Commerce 

The Porterville Chamber of Commerce 

Fresno-Madera Building Trades Council 

The Home Builders Association of the San Joaquin Valley 
Fresno Lions Club 

Native Daughters of the Golden West 

Hanford Lions Club 


Triggered by the antagonistic attitude of the minority group, nearly 100 dif- 
ferent unions of the AFL and CIO placed themselves solidly behind the activa- 
tion of the Naval Air Station, and their unqualified support brings into the pic- 
ture a representative group of over 50,000 people in the labor pool of the San 
Joaquin Valley area. 

The thousands of letters, telegrams, personal telephone calls to our Represent- 
atives and Senators in Washington have been just a small indication of the sup- 
port which is lining up behind the Navy to assure the activation of this vitally 
needed project. This action has been spontaneous and without the benefit of 
paid public-relations men who have been hired to travel the area, spreading con- 
fusion and rumor which have been well mixed with half-truths and in many 
cases outright fabrications. 

The vocal appeal and written endorsement of the many civie organizations, 
city councils, county governments, local unions, chambers of commerce, repre- 
senting as they do a great majority of people in the county and valley area, plus 
the appeal of individuals who are citizens and taxpayers, present a cross section 
of our valley population which cannot be overlooked. Numbered among the var- 
ious organizations and individuals are a great many farmers who feel very 
strongly in favor of the naval air station at Lemoore, all of this in contrast 
to a small selected minority representing very selfish interests and controlled 
by several large corporate farmers. 

It is reasonable to assume that there are many others who have written to 
their elected Representatives and Senators, of whom we do not know. 

Two thousand assembled delegates of the California State Junior Chamber 
of Commerce, in their convention at Catalina Island on May 10, passed an 
unqualified resolution endorsing the activation of the naval air station at Le- 
moore, Subject Resolution No. 57-43, expressed the whole-hearted support of 
these elected delegates who represent over 22,000 members in the State of 
California. A great number of these men are veterans and are carrying on 
responsible work in their respective communities and fully realize the impor- 
tance of the naval air station, Lemoore, in the pattern of defense to our United 
States and the Pacific coast. 

The California State Assembly, on May 14, in regular session, passed a formal 
resolution which was presented by Assemblyman Myron Frew, which urged 
Congress to continue appropriation of funds for development of the Lemoore 
Naval Air Station. In submitting this measure to the assembly, Assemblyman 
Frew said that the Lemoore project has the support of the overwhelming ma- 
jority of people throughout the Kings, Tulare, and Fresno County areas; the 
only opposition to the military, he said, comes from a number of large land- 
owners who have purchased property in the area after the development began. 
In a telephone conversation with Senator Robert Montgomery, with regard to 
the senate’s endorsement of naval air station, Lemoore, we were assured that 
the senate would also approve the resolution which was passed in the legisla- 
ture on May 14, 1957. 

In these days of international unrest, where the free world is lined up against 
totalitarian ideology, the general public, throughout our Nation is more con- 
cerned over national defense than they are over the profits that any certain 
area may obtain. Since 1776, our military forces have been dedicated to the pro- 
tection of the people of a free nation. Our freedom is the priceless heritage 
which makes America great, and the protection of this priceless heritage is the 
responsibility of the United States Navy as well as the other branches of the 
services. The proponents of naval air station, Lemoore, have an unquestioned 
faith in the judgment of the United States Navy, and it is this faith that has 
led many thousands of people in the San Joaquin Valley to believe that the 
naval air station, Lemoore, will best serve the people of the United States in 
protecting our homes and loved ones from any potential enemy. 

Crecit G. Runyon, 
Manager, Hanford Chamber of Commerce. 
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BUSINESSMEN WELCOME NAVAL AIR STATION, LEMOORE, TO KINGS COUNTY 


Businessmen of Kings, Tulare, and Fresno Counties are very able and eager 
to accept the important role of meeting the off-base needs of the military and 
civilian personnel of naval air station, Lemoore. Businesses and professional 
offices which are already established will play willing and competent supporting 
roles in the operation of the base. 

Businessmen with their many public contacts know that the overwhelming 
majority of the citizens share their feeling in welcoming the air base. They 
point to the total lack of objection to the many official actions of local govern- 
ments in preparation for the station as final proof of public support. 

The business, professional, cultural, and recreational facilities serving a popu- 
lation of over 300,000 people in 6 cities and the rural areas are available to the 
personnel of the base within a maximum distance of 56 miles. 


1 


| | 





Population | Distance | Type of city Economy of city 
| to base | 
I a e wae 2, 500 6 | Independent_.} Agriculture and industry. 
i ts cheat ons 14, 000 AS <5 2080. Do. 
hE eg 3, 500 30 __do. Do. 
Nahi ret Cota nontcoe ce ns , 160, 000 3 do. Do. 
We aes. Bi es ped 16, 500 32 do_ Do. 
ye ee al 14, 500 36 G0 its Do. 


Military and civilian base personnel will enjoy year-around good living in the 
valley and incomparable outdoor recreation in the High Sierras and at the 
ocean beaches. There are many parks, mountain lakes, and beaches within a 
few hours drive from Naval Air Station Lemoore. 


Distance from airbase 


Miles 
Neen nnn nnn nn nn en nnn nc ene oe cs ivincncbeseeconnmeaigisimismeoguy 125 
Neen en nn en nn nee nee ee ceierersuminttncrenabiananenrpoeiennsionenguereresebabepmoamenes 32 
eRe Re 9 TE Se ler EE RR a le A 79 
A le TE hl SIS ac a Se ee Se ee A 53 
Huntington Lake____--_--- Ree ere es ee a eee a ee el 100 
Neen ene nnn nn een cee oe eicec waren ieebepemas ee meen ent aomipienenerasineevene 83 
Neen ne ne nn ee iad sc deca erases eso oneness man ates emmy atecee 100 


HANFORD A TYPICAL SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY CITY 


The city of Hanford, with its population of 14,000, is an independent business 
city which draws trade from a wide area. Business houses which total 551 
offer a wide variety of goods and services. The basic economy is agriculture 
but there is also a sturdy and growing industrial diversification. The city is 
modern in its appearance and in the outlook of the citizens who are proud of 
their city. Homes are predominantly single family residences and most have 
owner occupants. The people welcome the location of Naval Air Station Lemoore 
in the county and are determined to support it in every way possible. 

CHARLES R,. CHAMBERS, 
Hanford Businessman and Hanford City Councilman. 





OFFICIAL ACTIONS AND PLANS By KINGs CouUNTY, City oF HANFoRD, CITY OF 
LEMOORE, AND CITY OF CORCORAN IN ANTICIPATION OF ESTABLISHMENT OF 
LEMOORE NAVAL AIR STATION 


Data on the following pages lists recent local-government actions and plans 
which have been either undertaken directly or greatly accelerated because of the 
imminent location of the Lemoore Naval Air Station in Kings County. 


KINGS COUNTY 
Planning action 
1. Adopted interim zoning ordinance covering land used in vicinity of the city 
of Lemoore and the Lemoore Naval Air Station. 
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2. Formed area planning commission with cities to create a general plan for 
388 miles in northeast Kings County. 

3. Increased planning department staff and ordered detailed studies of all 
urban fringe areas. 

4. Kings and Fresno County Planning Commissions engaged in final joint 
study of county road relocations at airbase site. 


Other action 


1. Board of supervisors passed official resolution supporting the airbase. 

2. Kings County road commissioner prepared study of road adequacy for 
transportation of materials to airbase site. 

3. Road commissioner has completed field review with public roads adminis- 
tration concerning county application to have Grangeville Boulevard included 
in Federal-aid secondary system from Hanford to airbase. 

4. Adopted uniform sales tax with cities in the county. 


Plans in progress 


1. Building code for unincorporated areas. 
2. Recreation facilities on Kings River near airbase. 
3. Equalized assessments throughout county. 


CITY OF HANFORD 
Planning action 
1. Employed full-time planning director. 
2. Joined area planning commission. 
3. Subdivision-improvement standards in area around Hanford are being raised 
through cooperation with Kings County and FHA 


Other action 


1. City council adopted resolution supporting Lemoore Naval Air Station. 

2. Adopted uniform sales tax with county and other cities. 

3. Called a special election for June 11 to authorize $3 million revenue-bond 
issue to purchase local water system. 

4. Called for bids on street construction which will complete improvement pro- 
gram on all streets in the city. 

5. Adopted a policy permitting extension of sanitary sewers into adjacent 
unincorporated areas. 

6. Completed improvements on off-street parking lot No. 4, and authorized 
acquisition and improvement of lot No. 5. 

7. Authorized city financing of an additional lighted baseball field in cooper- 
ation with school district. 


Plans in progress 

1. New city library and expanded library service. 

2. New downtown street lighting. 

3. Master plan for drainage in areas around city. 

4. Larger police department quarters to handle expected increase in police 
work due to greater population and more traffic. 

». Additional off-street parking facilities. 

6. Enlargement of sewerage-disposal plant and outfall lines. 


CITY OF LEMOORE 
Planning action 


1. Created city planning commission. 
2. Employed planning consultant. 

3. Adopted zoning ordinance. 

4. Adopted subdivision ordinance. 


5. Joined area planning commission. 
Other action 


1. Signed agreement with Navy to sell city-owned World War II Lemoore 
Air Base. 

2. Passed resolution supporting Lemoore Naval Air Station. 

3. Adopted uniform building, electrical, and plumbing codes. 

4. Set election for June 18 on $270,000 sewer-bond issue to be used for 
doubling capacity of sewerage-disposal plant. 


5. Established new fire zones in downtown area. 
6. Adopted uniform sales tax with county and other cities. 
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Plans in progress 

1. Water system expansion including more storage and new wells. 

2. Reconstruction of municipal golf course. 

3. Improvement of fire classification by purchase of new fire truck and other 
improvements. 

4. Additional off-street parking. 


CITY OF CORCORAN 
Planning action 
1. Established city planning commission. 
2. Joined area planning commission. 
8. Adopted uniform sales tax with county and other cities. 


CALIFORNIA STATE DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 


1. A full freeway has been designed to extend from a point 2 miles east of 
Hanford to the Lemoore Naval Air Station, a distance of 17 miles. Funds for 
purchase of right-of-way are available and hearings on the final location are to 
be scheduled in early June, with freeway agreements to be signed shortly there- 
after by Kings County, Hanford, and Lemoore. 

GEORGE M. MINTURN, 
Oity Manager, City of Hanford. 


FARMER'S POINT OF VIEW OF LAND ACQUISITION 


An area referred to as a Garden of Eden today was, in 1954, classed by the 
Department of Agriculture soil maps as No. 7 in the productivity scale. The 
rating of 7 denotes nonarable land which is good for limited grazing. It is 
true that large amounts of money have been expended to bring the acreage into 
agricultural production. The crops which have been produced in the area are 
cotton and barley. The aforementioned crops are supported by the Federal 
Government. Certain areas within the boundaries of the proposed naval air 
station, Lemoore, also enjoy the benefits of the soil bank. 

In view of the philosophy of Federal crop supports, soil bank and cotton 
allotments, it is hard to conceive that any great loss would be created by the 
omission of approximately 10,000 acres net from agricultural production. Bet- 
ter farming methods can and will overcome the production loss from this rela- 
tively small acreage in the vast area of the San Joaquin Valley. 

The fee area in question enjoys the lowest assessed valuation of any agri- 
cultural area in Kings County: The range of assessment per acre being from 
$5 to $25. Based on the present assessment formula of 25 percent of true value, 
this land would be worth from $6 to $100 per acre. 

Approximately 25 percent of the 19,000 acres of fee land has been improved to 
the point of production where it can be considered an economic unit. (For in- 
dividual assessed valuations, please refer to material at end of presentation. ) 

It has been the contention of the opposition to naval air station, Lemoore, 
that the Navy is not offering the farmers enough money. On the other hand, 
it has been found by those who have chosen to negotiate with the Navy that 
they have been treated in a very fair and courteous manner. It has also been 
true that the farmers have, in a great number of cases, received more money 
than they had asked for. 

The Navy has repeatedly stated that they are very willing to reexamine 
any individual appraisal, and it is willing and able to increase its offer in 
specific cases. They have also stated they are not trying to get any bargains. 
They are ready to sit down and talk it over. They -have stressed the fact that 
their appraisers were available to talk with the appraisers of the Westhaven 
farm group. The farm group has claimed the Navy did not take into consid- 
eration the so-called Kings River indenture which provides that water cannot 
be moved out of the Kings River service area. 

The farm group has been repeatedly assured by the Navy that their water 
rights will not be in jeopardy in any way, shape, or manner. The supposed 
hazard to water wells and crops caused by jetplanes appears to be exaggerated. 
However, the Navy representatives have stated that there are wells and crops 
in other areas where there are jetplanes, and that no damage has been ob- 
served during their years of experience in operating in the areas. It was also 
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stated, however, that in the event that there was evidence of such damage that 
the Navy would allow claims for just compensation. 

There has been quite a bit of controversy with regard to mineral rights in 
the easement area. It might be well to mention as a case in point that the 
Navy has repeatedly offered to allow the owners to retain their mineral rights 
in the easement areas, and that they would approve limiting the term of the 
easement for so long as the naval air station would be used for governmental 
air purposes. It was also stated that the Navy would recognize severance to 
the real estate, including water wells, and that they were perfectly willing to 
negotiate any remaining matters where differences of opinion existed. 

For those owners who cannot agree as to a reasonable price for their prop- 
erty, the Federal courts are open, and under our Constitution all owners of 
property—corporate or otherwise—are entitled to a fair trial on the issues of 
value. 

It appears that the 11th-hour opposition to the naval air station is strictly 
a matter of money and as such should be handled in a business way, and that 
failing, then by the courts. Emotionalism and personalities should play no 
part in the decision. 

LYMAN GRISWOLD, Attorney at Law. 
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Num- Assessed 

ber Name Acreage valuation 

per acre 
Dt) BR Re iain hoo cecckbe cs ccddkavccicens ieveoane 105, 84 $25 
60. 34 19 
2 | John A. Kochergen. - Sian oy treaix intl 114. 87 16 
3 | Isabelle C. Fish_-. 48.4 16 

4 B. A. Rowan Co.: 
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11 | E. Paul Jacobson and Frankie Hade- L hie 159. 18 4 
12 | Joe Cardoza ; ‘ 198. 8 5 
13 | Southern Pacifie Land Co-__. 638. 96 17 
14 | Manuel V. Rodrigues 160. 00 20 
15 | M. G. Rose a 40. 00 5 
16 | Edward Azevedo..---...---- 18d ES d 40. 00 5 
17 | Eleanor Dahl , 50. 00 5 
18 Anthony S. Azevedo--- Sa 110. 00 5 
19 | Anthony S. Azevedo-. dink . ; 120. 00 5 
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27 | Southern Pacific Land Co. ..........-.-- bed cthntenstedse anol 640. 00 13 
28 | Lloyd Minnix a celdbiee<<6ibineiell ts aaeeeetienlid 160. 00 17 
29 | T. M. McClain... jecnssapiuraneecounencd od 7 320. 00 4 
S> | “Wien We, Wa a5 on nds oss dk 5 ~ Reel edd fash eo snbins 79. 70 13 
2 0 Gn i ES cen cincainn butecandadinamsik asin Geduascanatcbeanbeniachs 5 39. 85 13 
32 | Klaus M. Christie - srakah:eien sek adele ar ariel eieliakciate ips acteineenag 39. 85 13 
33 | Southern Pacific Land Co----.-. inh « Cewintanniasiinieaemi al -| 639. 32 | 13 
OT Sen Hy Es anec cosa chucacugasceqdoesbedcsunscaatadundeetenes 640. 00 18 
35 | Southern Peele Land Cea. bi. duascecndesh ich dil case eesed _ 640.00 13 
TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 19 EAST 
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Assessment figures within fee area in Kings County—Continued 











Num- | Assessed 

ber Name | Acreage valuation 

| per acre 
44 | Felita M. Kauke. ____- Dla. kane ids Leesennd ech ~ ae 160. 00 | $13 
45 | Southern Pacific Land Co.._-___-- Al ails aad eRe ei 600. 00 | y 
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51 —— PMG ti ehL catcckbcd. bsstwws bs See B SS dts Pad sad 638. 02 15 
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55 | William L. Carney-----..._..--- 5 SU: Tie de 76. 00 4 
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58 | San Joaquin Valley Acres... ...- ect 320. 00 4 
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60 | Wenonah G. Leighton_.________..________- Ne 80.00 | 4 
61 | Harry Russell and Bertha M. Reed_...----------- bacncante ' | 160.00 | 4 
62 | Louis Lemon. : ; 2s 160. 00 | 4 
a ede hd 40.00 | 4 
64 | Bennett M. Cave.__--...-.--.-.-- ; ahi canst 40.00 | 4 
65 | Fred W. Mitchell_- ek ubesetipahanaal 80. 00 4 
66 | Frank Brown, Mary Brown, and Tony Gomes. __- 7 625. 57 4 
67 | Kenneth G. Ww alker ae oe | 360. 00 | 18 
68 | J. L. McDowell and James K. McDowell-___._.-.-.-.---------- 280.00 | 18 
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69 | City of Lemoore. -..--......--- ee ae botdt i awe = : 
a nied ees Ciel. Se se se 120. 00 17 





The Cuarrman. You want to make a statement? Part of this is in 
your district, isn’t it? 

Mr. Sisk. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatman. Now, let the record show who is here from the 
Lemoore area. Put all the statements in the record. 

Mr. Sisk. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. As I understand your de- 
cision, we are very happy with it and the people that I represent in my 
area particularly. 

The CuatrmMan. We are authorizing in addition to what was au- 
thorized last year $30 million, or whatever the item is, to be included 
in this public works bill—$30,594,000, to a full development of 
Lemoore. 

Mr. Sisx. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. All right. 

Now, page 191 of the book. Naval air missile test center, 
Oxnard 

Mr. Bates. What is that, Mr. Chairman ? 

Captain Ares. This is below Santa Barbara, on the coast of Cali- 
fornia. 

The CuatrMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Captain Ams. It is on page 191 in book 1, the last station. 

The Cuamman. This is a naval air missile test center, is it? 

Captain Arrs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Captain Ames. This is the final project for the continental aviation 
facilities. It is for the naval air missile test center at Point Mugu, 
Calif., at a total cost of $7,679,000. There are four line items included 
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in this project, each of which is of a type I have previously explained 
and justified, 

The first line item is runway extension and land acquisition at an 
estimated cost of $4,190,000. This is for lengthening the southwest- 
northeast runway from 7,500 feet to 11,100 feet. The taxiway also 
will be extended. Airfield lighting will be provided, canals, ditches, 
and utilities will be relocated, and 365 acres of land will be acquired 
in fee to provide sufficient area for the runway and taxi extensions and 
overrun. 

The second line item is similar, but is for the satellite field on San 
Nicolas Island. The runway there will be widened from 150 feet to 
200 feet and lengthened from 8,000 to 10,000 feet. A runway length of 
11,800 feet is required on the island based on the elevation of 500.9 
feet above sea level and the mean highest daily temperature in the 
hottest month of 77° F. Because topographical conditions limit the 
runway length to no greater length than 10,000 feet, arresting gear has 
been installed for missile recovery and aircraft use in emergency, even 
though this is not considered a safe and efficient method of operation. 

The remaining two line items are repetitive type items which have 
been explained previously. They are the tactical air navigation fa- 
cility, for $39,000, and the optical landing system for $160,000. The 
latter two items are also at Point Mugu Field. 

The CHarrMan. Now, we have there 13,393 acres, have we ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir, that we own, and 63 that we lease. 

The CHarman. That is right, 63 you lease. The land cost $3,- 
784,295, and you are going to have to have how many more acres of 
ground ¢ 

Captain Ares, 365 acres. 

The CHatrMan. 355; now, why haven’t we enough land out there 
to do what you want anyhow / 

Captain Aires. This is to permit the runway extension and clear 
the overruns. 

The Cuamrman. Now we have 13,363 acres and you are going to 
extend the runway from 8,000 to 11,000 feet. And yet you have to 
have three-hundred-and-some-odd more acres to extend the runway. 

Captain Artes. We are going to increase it from 7,500 feet to 11,100 
feet, sir. 

The Cuatmman. All right, that is about the same thing. 

Captain Ares, I think that picture will depict— 

The Cuarrman. Why didn’t you lay the runway out to use the 13,- 
000 acres of ground so it could be extended as it became necessary, 
without acquiring any additional land? 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Chairman, I would like to tell you that the 
station itself is about 4,250 acres. The additional acreage is San 
Miguel Island, which is offshore. The station—the present runway 
comes up to this point, and it is proposed to extend it out to this peint 
[indicating], and to acquire this piece of land here, which will give 
us the area for the pavement plus the minimum area for protection of 
the end zone. 

The Cuairman. Then your runway was orginally laid out in the 
proper way, for the complete utilization of all your land? 

Captain AtEs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. One question, Mr. Chairman. This is a very interest- 
ing contrast. We have just been talking about another land acquisi- 
tion in California at a price of a little under $150 an acre for his 
priced agricultural land. Now we have got one costing $2,244 an 
acre. Will you explain that for us? 

Mr. TrencKEN. Yes, sir, this is land on the coast. It is very high- 
grade truck farming land. 

Mr. Harpy. The other was irrigated truck farming land? 

Mr. Tirencken. Not truck farming, Mr. Hardy. It was barley and 
cotton land. This is truck farming land. It has been appraised by 
California appraisers—Mr. Robert 8. Bell, of Whittier, and Mr. Sav- 
age, and they have found that this price is in line with the prevailing 
sales of this type of property. Also it is comparable to the prices that 
we paid in buying the station originally. 

Mr. Harpy. W Vell, it just raises a question in my mind as to the 
validity of the other, if this one is proper. I just can’t see that much 
difference in agricultural land, even if one of them does raise two 
bales of cotton to the acre and the other one is truck land. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Cotz. Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Core. I would like to inquire—in his opening statement he 
indicated this was the final item for this base. Would you repeat that / 

Captain Ares. In this book. This is the final project for con- 
tinental aviation facilities. 

Mr. Bares. In the book. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Keiiener. Towers Field, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. Now, Admiral Davis—is Admiral Davis 
here ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir, he is. 

The CHarrman. Members of the committee, Admiral Davis of 
the Bureau of Air wants to make some statement with reference to 
inserting at this point in the bill something for Towers Field at the 
Naval Academy. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. I am the Deputy Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions for Air, sir. It is the function of the Chief of Naval Operations’ 
office to formulate the plans and policies and the Bureau of Aeronau- 
tics is represented by Admiral Cooper, who carries out the nuts and 
bolts of it. [ Laughter. ] 

In the question addressed to Navy representatives earlier, sir, the 
question arose as to whether we really needed any item which we were 
unable to reclaim. 

I am forced in regard to our overall plans to state that we feel that 
Towers Field is an essential in our planning area 

This field has suffered from a number of considerations in the past 
and was last year passed by the House and finally eliminated in the 
Senate action, sir. 

The current situation in the air traffic around Was shington, that is 
the limitations imposed on Anacostia, require that we move from 
there. There are other elements in the time scale which are extremely 
important, requiring us to move as soon as possible. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is the entire facility ? 

Admiral Davis. What is that, sir? 
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Mr. Van Zanpt. The entire facility ? 

Admiral Davis. In air is one aspect, sir, and other are the changes 
taking place in the area due to the moving of the naval receiving 
station in the Anacostia area. That land is held on an agreement 
with the Department of Interior to vacate it at the end of World War 
IT. Weare still in there. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. My question, Admiral, is: Do you plan to move 
the entire naval air station from Anacostia ? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me say: Now you won’t have anything—no air 
operations at all at Anacostia. 

Admiral Davis. None whatsoever, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. What is going to happen to the field, then? 

Admiral Davis. The field will probably be used for the receiving 
station, because there are considerable installations there which could 
be adapted to that use and save other installations at any other loca- 
tion, including the communications, water and the buildings them- 
selves. 

Mr. Rivers. What about that fine laboratory you have over there? 

Admiral Davis. That would remain. 

Mr. Rivers. That would remain ? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir, we are not contemplating giving up the 
area as much as completely removing the air operations, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The activities. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. It would not remain as an air facility or 
field in any respect. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Admiral Davis. The traffic congestion in this area must be moved 
out. We need to furnish our Reserves who are training in this area 
and from the Baltimore area with more modern aircraft. We are 
severely criticized for our proficiency flying conducted in older type 
planes. While I still consider that an essential, we would prefer, 
as planes become available through obsolescence or other means, to 
step up the quality and the modernity of these airplanes. 

The Reserves, as you know, are not able to load any gunnery 
weapons, to load any bombs or do any thing else of that nature in 
the Washington area. They would be able to at a more remote facility. 

The Naval Academy is one of the primary reasons for this. We 
need indoctrination of our midshipmen in order to attract the more 
strongly motivated and choice midshipmen into the aviation area. 

The Academy training is now conducted in a few very old and 
fast-going-out-of-business seaplanes at the Naval Academy. We 
would like to be able to furnish them with something more modern. 
And approximately 30 hours per year—at least 30 hours per midship- 
man, not per year but during his course, in the new field. 

There are further studies in the aviation field which require that 
midshipmen see and understand the air installations, types of equip- 
ment, and so forth, that we can’t furnish them now without carrying 
them for rather large distances. They are expected, according to a 
study by Admiral Smedberg of the Naval Academy, to take frequent 
trips to this field from the Academy itself in relation to the aviation 
studies. 
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Mr. Durnam. Can you tell the committee what that costs per 
year ¢ 

The Cuarman. The training. 

Mr. Durnam. The training at the Naval Ac ademy, that you have to 
do away from there. Can you tell the committee what it costs you? 

Admiral Davis. A lot of this, sir, is in formulation. That is, cur- 
rently we are taking the midshipmen in summer to Pensacola to get 
this indoctrination training. 

Mr. Durnam. How many? 

Admiral Davis. The entire second class, I believe is the plan. 

Admiral Cooper. About 800. 

Admiral Davis. About 800 midshipmen. 

Mr. Durnam. About 800? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

The CHarmman. That is where you have been carrying them all the 
time ¢ 

Admiral Davis. Sometimes, some of them; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Let me ask you this: You are asking an item be 
put in here for Towers Field at the Naval Academy. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Has that been cleared by the Budget ? 

Admiral Davis. By what? 

The CuHarrMan. By the Budget. 

Admiral Davis. No, sir. As I said 

The Cuatrman. Was it submitted by the Department to the 
Budget ? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. When the Budget considered the bill. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Of course, this committee, at the suggestion of Mr. 
Cole, last year or the year before last wrote an item in carrying out 
the recommendation of the Board of Visitors and we named the field 
in honor of Admiral Towers—but unfortunately we didn’t get any- 
where in the Senate, and then on top of all that we encountered the 
most active and aggressive opposition on the part of nearly everybody 
between here and Annapolis. We just couldn’t find any field over 
there. Now this thing all bogged down because of the local interest 
all around the Naval Academy. 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, let me just say, it wasn’t just 2 years ago 
that this item was approved in the House. It was as far as 10 years 
ago. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is right. 

Mr. eee. 1942, originally. 

Mr. Coe. Fifteen years ago. The Navy Department has been beg- 
ging and asking for an airfield to have available for the training of 
the naval midshipmen. 

The CuairMANn. Yes. I am glad, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Coxe. I think it is shameful, disgraceful, that the needs of the 
Navy have been subverted by local interests, who because of their 
closeness to the Capitol are able to persuade the leaders in the Con- 
gress. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 
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Mr. Coxe. If they lived out in Louisiana or out in Lemoore, Calif., 
their protests wouldn’t be as effective as they seem to be right here 
under the eaves of the Capitol. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Will the gentleman from New York yield at this 
point ¢ 

Mr. Corr. Even though this item is not included and approved by 
the Budget, I think it is time for this committee to recognize the 
needs of the Navy for aviation and give them an airfield to train their 
people. 

The Cuarrman. Let me go back. I remember the old Naval Affairs 
Committee had this up and we wrote it in and we couldn’t pass it 
through the Senate. Now every time the House has passed this item 
it has been defeated in the Senate. Of course, the committee has al- 
ways been strong for it. 

Mr. Rivers. Didn’t we approve a site at Sandy Point? 

The Crarrman. What area over there have you located Towers 
Field to be on? 

Admiral Davis. A study was conducted and the Davidsonville area 
was selected as the most appropriate area. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Admiral Davis. Davidsonville. 

Mr. Ketiener. Davidsonville. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Davidsonville going to raise a fuss, Mr. Lankford? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, sir. This is the same point that was selected 
last year. I would like to make a statement on this and give you a 
little history. This airfield for the Naval Academy was approved 
and authorized some time ago at a place called Sandy Point, outside 
of Annapolis. Money was not appropriated and the field was not 
built. The project was dropped for several years. The Navy did 
not press it. They came back last year and pressed for a field and 
at that time they said they were glad they didn’t get Sandy Point 
because it would now be obsolete. 

In November or December, I had a conference right in this room 
with some of the top air officials in the Navy, where we tried to work 
something out. I want to make it perfectly clear at this point that 
I am not opposed to Towers Field, as such, or to a facility for the 
Naval Academy. I am unalterably opposed to the Davidsonville site. 
But every time we start talking airfields they say, “It has to be 
at Davidsonville and no place else.” 

The Cuatrman. Well 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, let me finish, if I may. 

The Cuatrman, All right. : 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Further, I had a conference with the Under Secre- 
tary of the Navy for Air, Mr. Norton, in late March or early April. 
At that time, a request had been made to the Air Force for joint use 
of Andrews Field, which was turned down. This was made in Janu- 
ary. The answer was given in February, the 2d of February. 

Mr. Norton, however, said that he had not given up hope of being 
able to use Andrews Field and he expressed interest in a couple of 
other places that I had suggested to him, and he said that a study was 
being made as to the air traffic in the Davidsonville area. 
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There is a preliminary study, and I would like to read you just 
1 paragraph from the conclusions that have been drawn—2 para- 
graphs: 


Aircraft operations at Davidsonville further complicate an already complex 
route structure and had a particularly restrictive effect on Andrews Air Force 
Base traffic, blocking the present jet scramble procedure as well as the main 
departure route to the northeast. Unless additional usable airspace can be 
obtained for establishing additional airways in this area near Davidsonville and 
Andrews Air Force Base, it will be very difficult for these bases to handle a 
heavier IFR traffic density than that simulated. 


(The full statement is as follows :) 


PRELIMINARY SIMULATION TESTS OF AIR TRAFFIC OPERATIONS AT THE PROPOSED 
DAVIDSONVILLE NAVAL AIR STATION 


INTRODUCTION 


During the course of a recent simulation study of the Washington-Baltimore 
area, air traffic operations were simulated at the proposed Davidsonville Naval 
Air Station. The following information covers the results of this study with 
reference to the Davidsonville facility. 


SIMULATION METHODS 


The Davidsonville runway arrangement used in these tests was taken from 
the engineering study document, provided by the Navy Department, known as 
site A. Final approach was to runway 31 as the wind rose—indicated that this 
runway would receive the highest percentage of utilization. All tests were 
cénducted on the premise that IFR weather prevailed throughout the entire area. 

Simulation tests were based on a traffic density of 114 IFR operations per hour, 
for the entire area, divided as follows: 


a, ee ee oe. Cu a el 12 
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Half of these operations were arrivals and half were departures. In addition, 
over traffic was simulated on Victor Airways 39, 44, 16, and Red Airway 77. 

Delay measurements were taken for both arrival and departure aircraft at 
Davidsonville Airport. Arrival delays included all delays due to holding, path 
stretching, restricted descent, or speed control. Departure delays included 
ground delays, but not the additional route mileage required by the devious 
departure routes which sometimes required as much as 40 additional route-miles 
to clear the area. 

TEST RESULTS 


All Davidsonville arrivals received some delay. These aircraft were delayed 
an average of 7.5 minutes when ARTC radar was in use, and 13 minutes other- 
wise. The maximum delay was 26 minutes. Because of the close proximity 
of the various airports in this area, descents could seldom be started until the 
aircraft arrived over the approach fix. 

During earlier tests it was found that arrival delays could be reduced appre- 
ciably if the overtraffic using Victor Airway 16 was rerouted via Red Airway 77. 
The delay figures listed above were obtained after the rerouting had been made. 

The jet penetration at Davidsonville involved a teardrop approach to runway 
31, similar to the standard penetration procedure used at Andrews. The David- 
sonville final approach cut through the edge of restricted area No. 35. Whenever 
it was necessary, because of other traffic, for a jet arrival to clear Victor Airway 
16 before starting penetration, the resulting penetration path extended into 
Red Airway 77. 

Ground delays to departures were very low, due to extensive use of radar 
control. However, all Davidsonville departures were climbed northeastward 
until reaching a suitable altitude to be integrated with traffic from other airports. 














1857 


CONCLUSIONS 


1. Nearby restricted areas block half the area which could be used for arrival 
and departure routes from the terminal area to the Southwest, South, Southeast, 
East, and Northeast. With the present 10-mile width requirement for airways, 


few, if any, additional routes can be established to permit independent departure 
and arrival routes in this area. 


2. Aircraft operations at Davidsonville further complicated an already complex 
route structure and had a particularly resrictive effect on Andrews AFB traffic, 


blocking the present jet assembly procedure as well as the main departure route 
to the Northeast. 

3 Unless additional usable airspace can be obtained for establishing additional 
airways in this area near Davidsonville and Andrews AFB, it will be very 
difficult for these bases to handle a heavier IFR traffic density than that simu- 
lated. 


4. Because Davidsonville and Andrews arrivals and departures have to use the 
same airspace, it appears that the esablishment of 1 radar-control facility to 
control IFR traffic for the 2 airports would simplify procedures and eliminate the 


complex coordination required when each airport maintains a separate approach- 
control facility. 


5. Additional simulation study of Davidsonville operations will include the use 
of different configurations of runway layouts, penetration procedures, and 
control faciilties, as well as the use of Burke Airport instead of Baltimore as a 
supplementary airport for Washington. 

Now, last year the Navy cume to us and said they wanted an airbase for the 
sole use of he Naval Academy. This year they come and say they want it for 
the Naval Academy and Anacostia. They want to move out of Anacostia. How- 
ever, the architectural and engineering studies which were made in 1955, 2 years 
ago, were predicated on moving out of Anacostia. I seems to me they don’t 
really know what they want to do. And the main use, by their own admission, 
the uses to which this field would be put, would be in this order: Proficiency 
fiying out of Washington, executive transporation flying, Naval Reserve flying, 
and, finally, the Naval Academy indoctrination. 

And yet they insist that it be within 20 minutes of the Naval Academy. 


The CHarrmMan. Well, now, last year we had the benefit of the 
views of Mr. Kilday, whe was a member of the Board of Visitors, on 
it. If we put it in here you are going to run into the same trouble we 
did before. We will try to pass it. Because we know there is a 
certain amount 

Admiral Davis. May I inention two items? 

The Cuarrman. The opposition that will take place there. But we 
can’t get any place in Maryland to carry it on. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatmrman. General Devereux. 

Mr. Deverevx. I would like to address a question to my colleague 
from Maryland. Wasn’t there some other area that was acceptable to 
the Navy other than Davidsonville? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. There is another area very close to Davidsonville, 
about a couple of miles to the south. 

The CHatrman. Now, I will tell you what let’s do. Let’s try to 
make some progress. We all want to have some facilities to carry on 
this instruction down there. Why not, for the time being, in view of 
the fact that it hasn’t cleared the budget, have Mr. Kilday and Mr. 
Lankford and Mr. Cole and General Devereux consult with the Navy 
Department and local people there and try to find some place that we 
can put this field. Then try to wind it up once and for all. 

Admiral Davis. The same thing happened last year; we were told 
to restudy. 

The CHatrman. What did you say? 
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Admiral Davis. The same thing happened last year. We were told 
to restudy. 

The Cuarrman. All right; you heard the Congressman say that the 
people of that area are against it. You know what is going to happen 
in the Senate. While we may be able to get it through the House, it 
is going to die in the Senate. 

Mr. Core. I remember we did ask for restudy last year, and what 
was the result of that restudy ? 

Admiral Davis. The same study did extend, sir, to the eventual use 
of the Anacostia requirements. 

The Cuareman. I think, with the aid and assistance of these four 
distinguished members of the committee, who are practical and can 
look at things realistically, that they might be of some assistance to 
the Navy. So let’s have it that w ay. Mr. Kilday, a former member 
of the Board of Visitors, Mr. Lankford, Mr. Cole, and General Dev- 
ereux, get together with the Navy Department and see if you can’t 
work out some w ay to find a suitable place where everybody will be 
happy. 

Mr. Corte. Mr. Chairman, why can’t we put the item in? 

Admiral Davis. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Cotz. Why can’t we put the item in? The dispute is not that 
the Navy does not want it. The dispute is as to the location. 

Admiral Davis. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Cote. Why can’t we put the item in, subject to the selection of a 
location 

The Cuairman. We have to say—the weakness of that is somebody 
will say, “Where is Towers Field going to be?” We say, “We don’t 
know where it is going to be,” Why not locate the field before you 
make the money available. I don’t think, Mr. Cole, we better do it 
that way. We will try to get this thing cleared up. 

Mr. Coxe. This defers it to at least next year. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, it may defer it until you get it through 
the Senate anyhow. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van ZaNnpr. It is nothing unusual for a subcommittee of this 
committee to either approve or disapprov e the location of a new mili- 
tary installation. That is a routine, the routine that these projects 
have to follow. I agree with Mr. Cole. I think we should write it 
into this bill and let the N Yavy then continue to negotiate in regard 
to a location. 

The Cuarrman. Well, if we write it in, we will say that the site is 
later on to be determined. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I say one word? The Navy 
had repeatedly said that they can go to no other site but Davidson- 
ville, despite the fact that most of their work on the field is going to 
come from Washington and there are places closer to W ashington. 
And Mr. Norton has told me that he is still negotiating for this joint 
use of Andrews. 

Now if we put this item in now, the Navy is going to go right ahead 
with their plans to put it at Davidsonville. 
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Mr. Rivers. They can’t. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. They can’t. 

Mr. Rivers. If it is restricted -—— 

Mr. Van ZaNpr. You have a subcommittee of this committee that 
has to approve or disapprove it. 

Mr. Rivers. You have our Real Estate Subcommittee. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I raise one question that we are 
overlooking now? We are basing everything in Congress this year 
on the budget. What are the financial figures involved in the light of 
your new planning for this base? 

Admiral Davis. Around $3 million land acquisition, sir. 

Mr. Price. For land acquisition. What is your ultimate cost of 
this base ? 

Mr. Rivers. About $75 million. 

Admiral Davis. $50 million, sir. 

Mr. Price. $50 million. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Durham, was on the Board of Visitors 
this year. Now, Mr. Durham 

Mr. DurHam. Mr. Lankford, too. 

The Cuarrman. And Mr. Lankford 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, I might say that the item was dis- 
cussed, as I recall, but due to the fact of the situation, that there was 
no clearance by the budget, there was just no action taken on a recom- 
mentation one way or the other. 

Mr. Price. Of course, the budget doesn’t legislate. We can legis- 
late. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is right. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, counsel will prepare an amend- 
ment establishing Towers Field and authorizing an expenditure of not 
over $3 million for the acquisition of the land, and in the report we 
will state that the site has not been located but a subcommittee of four 
from the Armed Services Committee has been designated to cooperate 
with the Navy 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I must object to that, sir. I am sorry. 

The Cuarrman. All right. All in favor of that motion, hold up 
vour hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Ketiener. Eleven ayes. 

The Cuarrman. All opposed ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Three nays, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I would like an opportunity for the people of that 
area to be heard. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes. You are on the committee. You can have 
it all here. I put you on the subcommittee to take care of that. 

Mr. Gavin. Let me ask the chairman 

Mr. Corr. He did a very effective job in representing his people. I 
bow and pay my respects to him. 

The CHarrMANn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coir. Nevertheless, I insist we get a field there some place. 

The Cuarrman. The next item 

Mr. Gavin. Let me ask a question. I have been trying to ask for 
5 minutes. [Laughter. ] 
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Mr. Gavin. I wonder if the admiral will tell us why you are insistent 
on Davidsonville. 

Admiral Davis. I accept the advice of the engineers that made the 
study, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. You what? 

Admiral Davis. I accept the advice and counsel of the engineers 
that. made the study, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Who were the engineers ? 

Admiral Davis. Thomas B. Bourne & Associates, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. They were outside of the Navy? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. They were a private corporation ? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. That was secured or employed for the particular pur- 
pose of making a definite recommendation ? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. And they recommended Davidsonville. How long did 
their study take? 

Commander Marry. A period of about 4 months. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield—— 

Mr. Price. How many other sites ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. May I say that by the Navy’s own admission most 
of the facts that were put down in this A. and E. study were given 
by BuAir, themselves, and the criteria were set up so there wasn’t any 
choice but to pick Davidsonville. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask the admiral a question. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. The Navy already made up its mind. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the name of the people—Thomas Bourne ? 

Captain Sancer. Thomas B. Bourne, B-o-u-r-n-e, Associates, of 
Washington, D.C. 

The Cuarmman. Well—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. Is that the same group that made a study 
down at Beaufort,S.C.? Find out. 

Captain Sancer. We will find out and put it in the record. 

Mr. Rivers. Find out and the reasons behind it. I just want to 
find out. 

(The Navy later advised that Thomas B. Bourne & Associates is 
not the concern that performed work at Beaufort referred to by 
Mr. Rivers. ) 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, may I ask what is the topography of 
the country ¢ 

Mr. Lanxrorp. One location I have in mind is flat country. 

Mr. Gavin. How many acres is in that piece ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. How many do they want? 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t know. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Lankford is on the committee. And also 
General Devereux and Mr. Cole and Mr. Kilday. We will make the 
report. 

Mr. Hupprieston. Mr. Chairman, may I just make one comment ? 
I would like to remind the committee that the action which it has 
just taken represents a departure from the policy we have had against 
any new starts in the 1959 authorization bill. 

The Cuamman. Oh, no, it doesn’t. Oh, no. 

Mr. Huppueston. This is the only new start that is in this bill now. 
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The Cuarrman. You are mistaken. We wrote in here the acquisi- 
tion of a building down in San Antonio, Tex. We will write them in— 
we have never adopted the policy that the committee could not 

Mr. Huppreston. This is the only new base, I will put it that 
way. 

The Carman. This is the only new base. 

Mr. Keviener. Dartmouth in the Army title is new 

The Cramman. Yes, Dartmouth, and we haven’t passed on that. 

Mr. Price. Mr. ¢ ‘hairman, I would like to make a statetment. I 
hope we never get ourselves into the position where we can’t approve 
something because the Budget doesn’t approve it. 

Mr. Rivers. That gives me an opportunity to give my annual budget 
speech. 

The CHatrMan. All right. 

Now supply facilities. Electronics supply office, Great Lakes, IIl., 
administrative facilities, $92,000. That is in book 2? 

Captain Arms. The first item in book 2. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, take these books. 

Mr. Kei EHER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, were is that in book2? We have to make 
some progress. 

Mr. Kevuener, Page 1. 

Captain Args. Page 1 in book 2, sir. 

Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuamman. Let there be order in the committee room. 

Captain Ares. Mr. Chairman, Admiral Becknell, Deputy Chief 
of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, is here and has a prepared 
statement. May we insert that in the record and go ahead with the 
projects ? 

The Cuamman. Admiral, we will be glad for you to insert the state- 
ment and go ahead with your projects. 

(The statement above-referred to is as follows :) 





STATEMENT 


The requested authorization in this program for “Supply facilities” under the 
management control of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts totals $5,329,000 
for 10 items. 

The program has as its main objective the provision of facilities to meet 
expanded operations. 

The major portion of the program provides for construction at the naval 
supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands. This activity was recently estab- 
lished to support fleet and air activity in the Philippine area. 

Authorization is also requested for the physical installation of electronic data 
processing machines which are required to keep abreast of technological changes 
in the aeronautical, ordnance, and electronic fields. 

The remainder of the required authorization pertains to the correction of 
deficiencies in existing facilities, such as: Replacement of a deteriorated com- 
missary store at the naval station, Guam, Mariana Islands, and the replace 
ment of deteriorated petroleum facilities at the naval station, Adak, Alaska. 

The Cuairman. The first one is the Electronics Supply Office at 
Great Lakes. What isthe justification ? 

Captain Aimrs. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Let there be order here. Now go ahead. 

Captain Ares. There are three similar projects at continental ac- 
tivities in this class at a total cost of $797,000. Each is an electronic 
data processing installation. The first project is at the Electronics 
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Supply Office, Great Lakes, Tll., for $92,000. It involves modifica- 
tion of 6,600 square feet of space in an existing building by addition 
of a new floor, partitions, special electrical power and light and air 
conditioning for combined heating, cooling, and dust filtration. The 
electronic data equipment, Univac II, is required to maintain ade- 
quate inventory control of the increasing numbers of electronic de- 
vices and parts for all Navy equipment ashore and afloat. Due to 
the fast operating speed of the processing equipment, additional ap- 
plications, such as forecasting, redistribution, and maintenance sched- 
uling can be programed for processing and will result in economies to 
the Navy. 

The Cuarmman. Well, what about the next one now? All them are 
the same ? 

Captain Arxs. Yes, sir, each at these locations, at Great Lakes, 
Mechanicsburg, and Philadelphia. They are similar. 

The CratmrMan. Without objection, these three items are approved. 

(The full justification is as follows:) 


The Naval Ordnance Supply Office, Mechanicsburg, Pa., in amount of $155,000. 
This is for modification of 7,000 square feet of space in an existing building for 
installation of IBM equipment. It will be used to maintain adequate inventory 
control of spare parts for guns, missiles and fire control for all Navy equipment 
ashore and afloat. It, too, will lead to economies. 

The last project in this class is for the Aviation Supply Office, Philadelphia, 
Pa., at an estimated cost of $550,000. The project is for conversion of ware- 
house No. 2 to provide administrative space. The work will include new light- 
ing, flooring, acoustical ceiling, electrical duct work and air conditioning. The 
processing equipment to be installed will also be IBM for maintaining adequate 
inventory control of all Navy and Marine Corps aviation spare parts. The 
existing operational deficiencies are due to the large existing backlog and in- 
creasing reporting and control requirements of the continually increasing num- 
bers and changes in aircraft. These deficiencies cannot he corrected with present 
three-shift operations unless a prohibitive amount of conventional machines, 
personnel, and space are provided. The converted space of 36,250 square feet 
will be used for the IBM equipment and the necessary clerical and engineering 
operations and related mechanical equipment. 


The Cuamman. Now, the next item is “Marine Corps facilities, 
Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Ga., communications facilities, 
$140,000.” That is on page what? 

Mr. Kertienrr. Page 7, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Ams. Page 7 sir. 

Mr. Chairman, General Allen from the Marine Corps Headquar- 
ters is here and has a prepared statement. May we insert that in the 
record and go ahead with the Marines’ projects? 

The Cuamman. General, it is a pleasure to have the Marine Corps 
this morning. We will be glad for you to put your statement in the 
record. 

(The statement referred to above is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF Bric. Gen. CHESTER R. ALLEN, EXECUTIVE OFFICER, SUPPLY 
DEPARTMENT, MARINE CoRPS 


The fiscal year 1958 military construction authorization program for the 
Marine Corps is composed of 38 line items with a total valuation of $22,616,000. 
This program is designed to meet two basic objectives : 

(1) To provide minimum facilities for housing, messing, training, storage 
of supplies, recreation and morale, and supporting facilities at activities 


where serious deficiencies exist. 
(2) Replacement of facilities which have outlived their usefulness and 


are no longer economical to maintain. 


Se 
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This program has been divided into seven broad functional categories. The 
number of line items under each category with the dollar value of each, is as 
follows: 

Thirty-five percent of the program will provide 6 items for maintenance, and 
repair valued at $7,808,000. 

Thirty-eight percent of the program will provide 11 items for housing, messing, 
and community facilities valued at $8,685,000. 

Nine percent of the program will provide 7 items for training facilities valued 
at $2,024,000. 

Seven percent of the program will provide 5 items for utilities valued at 
$1,688,000. 

Six percent of the program will provide 6 items for recreation and morale 
valued at $1,323,000. 

Four percent of the program will provide 1 item for medical and dental 
facilities valued at $891,000. 

One percent of the program will provide 2 items for administrative facilities 
valued at $197,000. 

The items programed will provide facilities at 8 major activities which are as 
follows: 


Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany, Ga___-.------------_--_---- $140, 000 
Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Calif........-..----------- 8, 001, 000 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N. C__.----------------.------- 5, 147, 000 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, 8. C_...-..-.-.----.---- 3, 199, 000 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, Calif.............--.-.....- 1, 469, 000 
Marine Corps Training Center, Twenty-nine Palms, Calif........._- 2, 331, 000 
Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Va__...-.-_-------.---------.--. 2, 213, 000 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego, Calif........-.....-..---- 116, 000 

OGL nt tcccieetetrnicat> pianist tevanbainaaingegten tepals ial 22, 616, 000 


The Cuatrman. Now, tell us briefly something about this depot 
down at Albany, Ga. 

Captain Auxs. The sixth class in our program—the Marine re- 
quest authorization this year in the total amount of $22,616,000 for 
military construction at 8 of our continental activities. 

The first project is for a chapel at the Marine Corps Supply Depot, 
Albany, Ga., at an estimated cost of $140,000. The chapel is designed 
to seat 300 and, in addition, to have a small 

The Cuarrman. Is this for a chapel ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The chapel is designed to seat 300 and, in addition, to have a small 
$2-seat morning chapel, chaplains’ offices, baptistry, confessionals, 
and small] storage space. The chapel is required to provide a proper 
place for the people of various faiths at the center to worship and to 
permit and encourage personnel to satisfy their spiritual needs. The 
nearest community church is 4 miles from the center, but it does not 
hold divine services for all faiths. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. What 
is the next one for now ? 

Captain Ares. The next project is “Marine Corps Supply Center, 
Barstow, Calif.,” the west coast counterpart of the center at Albany. 
This is for a total amount of $8,001,000, and includes 6 line items. 

The CHatrrman. Then the committee can understand you have a 
supply depot on the east coast and a supply depot on the west coast? 

Saptain Aries. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. And the next item is to build up your supply depot 
on the west coast ¢ 

Captain Arxs. It is to provide some items that they need to operate 
that depot for efficiency, sir. The first items is for construction of 
the central repair shop at a cost of $6,069,000. Last year, the com- 
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mittee approved and the project was authorized for plans, specifica- 
tions, utilities, and preliminary site development for this shop. The 
building will be approximately 902 feet by 423 feet of concrete, ma- 
sonry, and steel frame, with a partial second floor. Portions of it will 
be air-cooled and it will be equipped with weight-handling equipment 
such as bridge cranes, hoists, lifts, etc. This consolidated shop is re- 

uired for repair, rebuild, and maintenance of all types of Marine 

orps material. The value of equipment rebuilt in a year is about 
$75 million and the value of the material and equipment which is 
given in-stock maintenance by this facility is $569 million. 

Organic maintenance facilities are essential to assure that the 
center can meet the deadlines imposed by mounting out of Fleet Ma- 
rine Force units in emergencies. There are no military or commer- 
cial facilities in the area available to do the work. It is being done 
now only partially and inefficiently by use of inadequate facilities at 
Bartsow and San Francisco. When this facility is in operation, an 
estimated annual savings of $958,000 will be effected. An important 
facet of the operation ‘will be the specialist training gained by the 
military personnel working in the shop, which will be invaluable 
when deadlined equipment must be repaired in combat. 

The next line item is directly related to the previous item. It is 
for construction of a landing vehicle test tank at a cost of $50,000. 
It will be a concrete tank, 40 feet by 160 feet, with sloping sidewalls 
and maximum depth of 15 feet, to be filled with water to test amphib- 
ious vehicles after rebuild and prior to issue. This is the only practi- 
cable way to be sure this equipment is watertight. 

The next line item is a heating and compressed air plant, Mr. Chair- 
man, for $652,000. It will have three high-temperature hot-water 
boilers and three heavy-duty compressors ‘and accessory equipment. 
It is required to provide heat and compressed air to the central repair 
shop included in this program. Existing facilities are not adequate 
to meet this requirement, nor is it economical to increase the capacity 
of the five small exsting plants. 

Mr. Chairman, the next item is for an addition to machine records 
building for $70,000. It will provide a wood-frame addition, 42 feet 
by 72 feet, to the present building. It is needed to provide space for 
14 additional accounting machines of various types; office space for 
the Civilian Payroll Section; and storage space for office supplies. 
The civilian payroll—there are over 2,300 civilians working at the 
center—is made up from machine runs. Consequently, relocation of 
the Civilian Payroll Section from another building to this building 
will permit increased efficiency and economy. 

The next item is three 180-man barracks buildings at a cost of 
$846,000. These are required to replace World War II quonset huts 
and temporary buildings now used to house the enlisted men. Many 
of the existing structures have no sanitary facilities and require use 
of a community bathhouse. Another increment for replacement bar- 
racks will be programed in the future. Because of high temperatures 
prevailing many months of the year at this location, the barracks 
will be provided with evaporative cooling. 

Authorization is also requested for a 26-man bachelor officers’ quar- 
ters for $314,000. The center now has no bachelor officers’ quarters 
but the male officers share the civilian bachelor quarters when they 
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are available or otherwise find some accommodations in Barstow, 4 
miles distant. This bachelor officers’ quarters is to be an experimental 
motel type, without mess, in accordance with instructions of the De- 

artment of Defense. It will be designed so that one part of the 
building will be used by male officers, 20 in number, and another sec- 
tion used by 6 nurses. It will have storage facilities, hand laundry, 
lounge and reading room, and be provided with evaporative cooling. 

The CHatrman. Without objection, it is approved. The next is 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Page 17, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Amezs. This is on page 17, Camp Lejeune. 

The projects at Camp Lejeune are for a total of $5,147,000. They 
include six line items. This is our main east coast training base for 
Fleet Marine Forces. 

The first line item is “Landing exercises communication line” for 
$308,000. This is needed for the permanent installation of a 
cable and open-wire circuits to support the annual Fleet Marine Force 
amphibious training exercises. ‘These lines will eliminate the need 
to install each year a like quantity of field telephone wire because the 
umpire, administrative, and leased circuits must be preinstalled by 
Fleet Marine Force units that later take part in the tactical problem 
and are not available to maintain the circuits once they are installed. 
This preinstalled wire is torn out by tactical units moving into posi- 
tion when personnel to repair the wire are not longer available to the 
umpire group. The permanent installation will result in an esti- 
mated annual savings of $77,000. 

The second item is the engineer academic and instruction buildings 
at a cost of $564,000. They will be located in Courthouse Bay area 
and will be used for classroom and shop instruction in four schools: 
Utility school, equipment school, construction school, and mainte- 
nance school. A total of 1,046 students is instructed annually in these 
technical trades. The provision of this line item, three 60 feet by 200 
feet buildings, will eliminate the use of tents, inadequate temporary 
buildings and outside areas now used for this purpose. 

The third item, Mr. Chairman, is the consolidated dental clinic 
for $891,000. This will provide a 2-story concrete and masonry, 
U-shaped building containing 45 dental operating rooms, necessary 
laboratories and administrative space. There are now 37 dental 
operating spaces in the troop-housing areas of Hadnot Point at the 
base. Some of these spaces are in heads, quonset huts and inadequate 
temporary structures, and most of the operating spaces are inade- 
quate and substandard, leading to inefficient and unsatisfactory opera- 
tions. 

The fourth item is head buildings at Camp Geiger for $1,533,000. 
These will be in single-story structures built between and connecting 
existing barracks to form H-shaped buildings. This will provide 
sanitary facilities for 80 barracks. At Camp Geiger there are 5,218 
permanent personnel, about 2,000 recruits and, during the summer 
months, an additional 2,500 Reserves undergoing training.. The ex- 
isting temporary head facilities were built in 1942 as part of a tent 
camp. The men oecupying the barracks must. travel 90 to 200 feet 
exposed to the elements to use the present head facilities. 

The fifth line item is similar to the one just described. It is the 
first increment for head facilities at Montford Point in the amount 
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of $1,500,000. The line item will also improve the heating facilities 
for these barracks which are occupied by approximately the same 
number as at Hadnot Point. All existing barracks at Montford 
Point have detached head facilities 50 to 500 feet from the barracks. 
They are inadequately heated and have no shower, toilet, nor drink- 
ing-water facilities. They are decidedly substandard. 

The final line item for this project is a bachelor officers’ quarters 
for 43 officers at an estimated cost of $351,000. There is a require- 
ment for 750 spaces for officers with existing accommodations for 
only 707 officers. The existing bachelor officers’ avarters has com- 
munity bathing facilities and, being crowded with the excess of 43 
permanently assigned field grade officers plus a load of 40 to 50 
transient field grade officers, is substandard. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Cotz. What are head buildings? 

Captain Ames. Those are toilets, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Latrines. [ Laughter. | 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, it is approved. Now, members, 
I acted a little too hasty on Camp Lejeune. 

An examination of my records shows that we can commence a little 
reduction at Camp Lejeune on one of these items, $891,000, for a con- 
solidated dental clinic. Now we eliminated the consolidation up in 
the other section in the bill. Why can’t we do the same thing and 
reduce this item 800——— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What item ? 

The CuHarmman. It is consolidated dental clinics. 

Captain Ams. This is the third item under that activity, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. We can go along this year with- 
out doing that. 

Mr. Durnam. Where are they doing the work now? 

Captain Ams. This is a consolidated dental clinic for $891,000. 
This will provide a 2-story concrete masonry U-shaped building, con- 
taining 45 dental operating rooms, necessary laboratories, and ad- 
ministrative space. There are now 37 dental operating spaces in the 
troop housing areas of Hadnot Point at the base. Some of these 
spaces are in toilets, quonset huts, and inadequate temporary struc- 
tures, and most of the operating spaces are inadequate and sub- 
standard, leading to inefficient and unsatisfactory operations. 

Mr. Durnam. You mean you are doing it all over the different 
places—— 

Captain Arms. They are scattered out where the troops live, sir, 
and the proposal is to bring them into a consolidated dental clinic. 

Mr. Durnam. How many places have you that you are doing this? 

Captain Amzs. 37. 

Mr. Durwam. 37. 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What are they, training areas? 

Captain Arxrs. Yes; and troop housing areas. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Thirty-seven training areas, and you have to 
duplicate these buildings in every one? 

Captain Amzs. No. They are working wherever they can find 
space within the training area, sir. The idea is to bring them into 
a consolidated central dental clinic. 
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Mr. Devereux. That would make for much more efficient opera- 
tions; would it not ¢ 

Captain Ariss. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. We will get around to it later on. They can get 
by this year without this $891,000 authorization. 

Mr. Duruam. Well 

The Cuamman. I suggest, members of the committee, we reduce 
this item—we will strike this line item out, $891,000. It is not 
going to hurt the department. 

Mr. Duruam. I notice, Mr. Chairman, you have two items in those 
two places for bachelor quarters. 

The Cuarrman. That stays. 

Mr. Duruam. For about $700,000. How many does that take care 
of, how many units? 

Captain Armes. It will provide for 1 building with 45 operating 
spaces in it, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. I am talking about your bachelor officers quarters 
now. 

Captain Ares. Bachelor officer quarters? That is for 43 officers. 

Mr. DurHam. Haven’t you any spaces 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. We have presently bachelor officers 
quarters for 707 officers, sir. We need facilities for 750, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Cole has a question to ask the captain. 

Mr. Con. It seems to me it is rather costly type of construction you 
are going to provide for the convenience of your people down there: 
$114 million for a head building. And you want two head buildings; 
a total of $3 million here, captain, for heads. 

General ALLEN. May I speak to that ? 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. The general can explain this to you. 

The Cuatrman. Let there be order. We have to do business. 

General AuLEN. During Korea when we build up there, this area 
was previously used as a tent camp and there were head facilities 
detached. When the Marine Corps came to the Congress and asked 
for funds at that time, in order to keep down the total overall project 
cost, they only asked for the barracks, themselves, and still used the 
detached heads as long as they were in usable condition. 

The maintenance of those and the condition of those buildings are 
of such a nature now that it indicates that there is a necessity of 
building or taking two of the barracks and joining or making an 
H out of them. This H bar is the area in which is located the head 
facilities and the heating system for two existing barracks. 

Mr. Cotz. What is the—— 

General Auten. That will take care of consolidating 80 barracks. 

Mr. Coir. How many people in the barracks ? | 

General ALLEN. It will accommodate roughly 7,000 men, sir. 

Mr. Coir. Well, what is this item indicated here—the additional 
capacity required of 148,000. 

Captain Atrs. That is square feet, sir. 

Mr. Coxe. 7,000 persons ? 

Captain Ares. Personnel; yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection 

Mr. Coz. At atotal cost of $114 million ? 

Mr. Hess. $3 million. 

Captain Arxs. In one location, yes, sir; at Camp Geiger. 
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Mr. Corr. Is the total $7 million for 7,000 people ¢ 

General ALLEN. 7,000 people; yes, sir. 

Mr. Core. Then the total cost for heads is $3 million. What does 
that figure out per person per head ? 

Captain Ares. About $220, sir. 

Mr. Coir. What are you talking about ? 

Captain Atres. 7,000 people and $1 million 

Mr. Core. No, $3 million. 

Captain Atres. That is at Camp Geiger. 

General Atten. There are two projects. 

Mr. Corx. I can see there are two projects. 

General Atiten, The 7,000 only referred to the first project, sir. 

Captain Ams. At Camp Geiger. 

General ALLEN. At Camp Geiger. 

Mr. Corr. That figures out to be $2,000 or $2,500 per person. It 
seems to me it is rather pretty expensive. 

Captain Attxs. No; it would be about—a little over $220 per per- 
son. 7,000 

Mr. Gavin. Get the slide rule boys in here somewhere. 

Captain Ams, $225, I believe, it works out to, Mr. Cole. 

The CuHarrman. I think this item should be reduced $891,000. So 
without objection, we reduce it $891,000. 

Mr. DurHam. Build the head buildings and do away with the dental 
buildings. 

The Cuarrman. It is very important. [Laughter. ] 

Marine Corps Recruit Station, Parris Island-—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, on the head buildings. This involves 
80 buildings. 

Captain Amzs. Forty. 

Mr. Pricer. I mean forty. 

Captain Arzxs. They are to be built between 80 barracks. 

Mr. Price. The implication might be that it was just 1 or 2 build- 
ings. 

Captain Ams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Forty buildings? 

General ALLEN. Forty buildings. 

Captain Ags. The second project is for 27 buildings. 

The Cnatrman. Allright. The next one is Parris Island. Train- 
ing facilities, troop housing facilities, communications facilities, and 
utilities, $3,199,000. 

Captain Artes. This project is for five items. This is our only 
station for the reception and recruiting for all recruits from east of 
the Mississippi River. It also provides schools to train enlisted per- 
sonnel as sergeant majors, administrative chiefs, recruiters, drill in- 
structors and field musics and provides rifle markmanship training 
for Marine officers and enlisted personnel. 

The first item is for the construction of two 1-story on-grade mason- 
ry-and-concrete academic buildings at a cost of $873,000. These build- 
ings will be of nonuniform length and width to meet the requirements 
imposed by the type of training. Of 152.000 square feet of classroom 
space required, only 50.270 square feet: of suitable classroom space is 
available to train 6.782 recruits. This item will provide approxi- 
mately 45 percent of the permanent classroom requirement at Parris 


Island. 
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The second item is for the construction of five 200 foot by 35 foot, 
3-story, standard, 180-man barracks of reinforced concrete construc- 
tion at a cost of $1,501,000. These barracks will replace inadequate 
temporary nissen huts which are currently the standard recruit bil- 
leting buildings at the weapons training area. Of the 1,935 billet- 
ing spaces required, only 315 permanent spaces are available. The 
balance of the personnel are housed in 99 nissen huts, 54 quonset huts, 
and 3 temporary barracks. 

The next item is for the messhall alteration at a cost of $206,000. 
The existing semipermanent messhall and galley will be modernized 
and converted to a permanent-type messhall and galley with a capacity 
of 1,200 seats. This item will provide the necessary messing facilities 
for the barracks included in this program. 

The fourth item, Mr. Chairman, is for a training area chapel at 
a cost of 556,000. The chapel is designed to seat 900 and, in addi- 
tion, will have a small morning chapel and a wing with 14 classrooms, 
assembly rooms, and chaplains’ offices. At the present time, the reli- 

ious activities of this station are carried out in the depot theater, 

epot chapel (which has a seating capacity of 320) and 4 old wooden 
buildings averaging 27 years of age. The chapel will be masonry and 
reinforced concrete on pile foundation. The educational wing will be 
of reinforced concrete frame and steel roof trusses. This item will 
meet the current requirements at Parris Island. 

The last item at Parris Island is for powerplant improvements at 
$63,000. This item is for a 35- by 68-foot masonary and steel addi- 
tion to the central powerplant to house an existing 50,000 pound/hour 
boiler and 1,500 kilowatt turbogenerator. An extension of overhead 
crane rails is included to permit maintenance of turbine. Due to 
limited funds, these facilities were left unprotected and exposed to 
the elements when installed. This is the only feasible means of pro- 
tecting a $490,000 investment, which is indispensable in supplying 
steam and power to the recruit depot. 

The CHatrman. Without objection, it is approved. The next one 
is “Marine Corps base, Camp Pendleton, Calif., operational facili- 
ties, and utilities.” Now we have been very hesitant about develop- 
ing Camp Pendleton on account of the water situation. Now has 
the water situation improved? 

Captain Ares. General. 

General Attex. Mr. Chairman, Colonel Robertson is here and I 
believe 

The CuatrmMan. You are still having your trouble with your water 
out there. We lost the case with regard to the water we were hoping 
to get from Santa Margarita River, or whatever is the name. 

Mr. Kettrner. Santa Margarita is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Isthat it? Now what isthe water situation? That 
is the question I want to know. 

Colonel Roperrson. First, Mr. Chairman, we have not lost the 
case, sir. 

The Chatman. Well, you lost it in the district court and you 
lost it in the circuit court. 

Colonel Roserrson. We won in the district court. The circuit court 
sent it back. We tried only one defendant out of about 3,000. The 
circuit court sent it back and said the judgment was premature be- 
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cause all the parties were not before the court at the same time. They 
told the trial court to start over. 

The Cuamman. Why should we continue to build Pendleton until 
we get the water situation out there. 

olonel Rozertson. At the present time, sir-——— 

The CHarrman. To bring the Marines back from Korea and we 
have to have some place to put them and we will put them in Pendle- 
ton in all probability. We are just up against the water matter. 

Colonel Rosertson. We feel now, sir, the case will go forward. In 
the past the problem has been to be heard in the court. The case is 
progressing rapidly at this time. We have a new judge and there are 
proceedings set [Laughter.| I say we have a new judge. We are 
starting over from scratch. The case is progressing. He had proceed- 
ings twice in May. He has set hearings for July and August. The 
trial is supposed to go forward in September. 

The Cuatrman. I would say that no litigation has ever had the 
trouble that this litigation has. Even Congress stepped in and 
passed a law saying that not one penny of the Department of Justice 
money or one penny of the Navy money could be used to defend this 
suit. And for a long time we were up against that. Somehow or 
another we worked around it and got free aid and assistance to present 
this suit. We have lost it up to date. 

Then Congress rescinded it and did permit counsel from the De- 
partment of Justice and the Navy to represent them. We have been 
hesitant to develop Pendleton on account of the water. We will be 
glad to go along with the request if we had no trouble with the water. 
But it would be folly to pour money into Pendleton until we have 
assurance that we are going to get enough water. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman, can I speak on that point ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wuson. The future at Camp Pendleton does not depend on the 
outcome of this suit. I think it is a crime that the Marine Corps is 
being penalized. Here you put in $78 million at Camp Pendleton. 
You have 127,000 acres out there for training. The men are living in 
cardboard shacks because the Congress refuses to go ahead with any 
future plans. 

Now you have every right in the world to get water from the metro- 
politan aqueduct in case this suit doesn’t turn out properly. There is 
no reason at all to say that the future of Camp Pendleton is in any 
way threatened by this suit. We are going to sit here and wait for 
10 or 12 years perhaps until this suit is settled. In the meantime the 
Marine Corps is suffering from it. I think we ought to change our 
attitude toward Camp Pendleton and let the Marine Corps come in 
here with some projects. 

The Carman. What did we authorize at Pendleton last year? 

Captain Arms. $3,429,000. 

The Cuarrman. Doing what kind of work? 

General Atten. There is none of the projects that have been ap- 
proved since the Congress placed the restriction on construction there, 
other than the correction of deficiency projects. Those are the proj- 
ects that are in our program this year, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I think we are wise, because we want. to be 
sure—we want to keep up what we have there. How much have we 
spent at Pendleton up to date? 
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C ‘wptain Artes. $83 million. 

The Cuatrrman. How much? 

Captain Ares. $83,243,129. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s see. 

Captain Arges. These projects last year and this year, again, Mr. 
Chairman, are just to improve—— 

The Cnatrman. You spent $83 million in building it up to date. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wirson. You are patching up the heating units and you are 
patching up the sewer units and you are letting the whole program 
for building decent barracks go down the drain. We have to change 
our plans. 

The Cuarrman. What is this $1,469,000? 

Captain Ares. It is for heating units for the barracks, sewage col- 
lection system for one of the camps, and for a couple of tank cross- 
ings under the highway there. 

The CHamman. It is just for the maintenance of existing facili- 
“a is it not? 

Captain Aras. Yes, sir, to make them more livable and more usable. 

Mr. Gavin. I move you it be approved. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, on the recommendation of Mr. 
Gavin, the project is approved. 

(The full justification is as follows :) 


Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, Calif.: This project is composed of 3 
line items totaling $1,469,000. This is our main west coast training base for 
Fleet Marine Forces. 

The first line item is for the “Replacement of barracks heating at Camp Mar- 
garita,” in the amount of $1 million. The existing domestic hot-water systems 
are direct oil-fired domestic hot-water heaters. These heaters are subject to con- 
tinual excessive maintenance and, in all cases, these heaters require replace- 
ment within in 2 years. The excess maintenance cost for the existing system is 
approximately $60,000 annually. This item is the only feasible means of elimi- 
nating these excess maintenance and operation costs and supplying adequate heat 
and hot water for the barracks. 

The second item is for the construction of new sewage collection mains and 
pumping station in the Camp Del Mar area at a cost of $323,000. The present 
sewage treatment facilities at Camp Del Mar were constructed in 1943 and 1944 
and present a problem of contaminating local beaches with the effluent. A recent 
bacteriological check near the southern boundary of Camp Pendleton gave a 
B-coli count ranging from 150 to 350 per milliliter. Safe B-coli count is 0 to 50 
per milliliter. It is proposed to construct a collection system to convey raw 
sewage from Camp Del Mar’s existing sewers to a pumping station which would 
lift the sewage to a point near the proposed main gate facilities from which point 
it would flow by gravity to the existing Twin Lakes sewage treatment plant. 
Included are 15,045 lineal feet of sewage collection lines and an 820-square-foot 
pump station building. 

The last item, Mr. Chairman, is the construction of two 30-foot, clear-span, 
steel-deck-type, single-track railroad bridges, including 30-foot-wide gravel 
underpasses at San Onofre and San Mateo to permit tanks to travel to beaches 
from inland areas without grade crossing of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railroad tracks. The estimated cost is $146,000. During amphibious exercises 
conducted at Camp Pendleton, vehicles are required to travel inland from the 
landing beaches to the maneuver areas, In doing this, all vehicles must cross 
Highway 101 and the railroad tracks. In the 17 miles of beach line at Camp 
Pendleton, there is only 1 access of any appreciable size for the vehicles to 
cross the highway and railroad. This results in the use of only a small portion 
of the available landing beaches by the 105 tanks and 2,000 to 3,000 wheeled 
vehicles involved during the annual amphibious training exercise. This item 
will open the northern half of the Camp Pendleton maneuver area and will en- 
able Camp Pendeton to more effectively carry out its assigned mission. 
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Mr. Price. Just keep going until we get a favorable judge. 
[ Laughter. ] 

. The Cuamman. Of course, Mr. Wilson did put in a good word for 
it. 

Mr. Kiipay. He wants it. 

The Cuamman. And he wants it. And Mr. Gavin carried the ball. 

Mr. Witson. I just think we ought to give the Marine Corps some 
encouragement for the future. I don’t think we ought to try and put 
anything in this bill—let’s not make the Marine Corps feel that the 
whole future of Pendleton is going to depend on this suit. 

Mr. Rivers. You done won. 

The CHarrman. How can we use it to its fullest capacity unless 
We can get water ? 

Mr. Wirson. You can. 

Mr. Corz. Mr. Wilson has assured you we can get all the water. 

Mr. Wizson. All the water you need. 

Mr. Cote. He comes from there and he certainly knows a lot more 
about it than I do. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, several years ago this committee or at 
least a subcommittee of it had a survey of the water situation in 
California, and I can recall we were genuinely alarmed at the move- 
ment of the installations and facilities out there because of the diffi- 
culty with the water. It seems to me we are approaching the time 
when we ought to have another survey of that water situation out 
there. No use to stack the facilities up there and then finally come toa 
point where we find out that the local economy can’t support the 
facilities we put out there because of water. And that is what is going 
to happen in that area. 

The CHairman. Now, the next item is “Marine Corps School, 
Quantico, Va.” 

Captain Ares. This project is made up of 8 line items, totaling 
$2,213,000. The basic purpose of the Marine Corps Schools is to train 
officers in the tactics and techniques of warfare, with particular em- 
phasis on amphibious operations, in order to provide competent com- 
manders and staff officers for air, ground and air-ground forces of the 
Marine Corps. 

The first line item is for the construction of a combat vehicle test 
building at a cost of $290,000. This will be a 1-story permanent-type 
masonry and concrete building containing 7,431 square feet of space 
to be utilized for testing and developing items of equipment for ac- 
ceptance by the Marine Corps. The Marine Corps Equipment Board 
normally has, at any one time, about 100 test projects, of which ap- 
proximately 30 involve test equipment of vehicular design or size 
which should be maintained and scored in the test area. 

As this area is 5 miles from the main station, a 4-man guard is re- 
quired to maintain a security watch on classified items. An average of 
30 men is present throughout the day. This item also includes mess- 
ing facilities for serving the noon meal and billeting space for the 
security guard. 

The second item is the construction of four ready-issue sheds at a 
cost of $8,000. These shed-type structures are to be used for prepara- 
tion of ammunition clips and issuing ammunition to shooters on the 
small-arms range. Each shed will be comprised of a sloped frame 
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roof supported on six columns, a concrete floor, and a low masonry 
wall that extends along the long axis on one side which functions as a 
windbreak. These sheds are necessary to provide a central point for 
opening boxes and issuing ammunition to personnel in the proper 
amounts consistent with the course being fired. These sheds will also 
afford protection from the elements for control personnel when fir- 
ing is carried on during inclement weather. 

The next item, Mr. Chairman, is the ammunition magazine at the 
small-arms range, at a cost of $9,000. This will be a prefabricated 
metal ammunition storage building, 48 feet by 24 feet at the Marine 
Corps rifle range. A requirement exist for the storage of a week’s 
supply of small-arms ammunition. At the present time, range per- 
sonnel are required to travel 8 miles daily to the magazine area for 
ammunition for the day’s firing. 

The fourth item is the small-arms range barracks at a cost of $87,000. 
This will be a permanent one-story concrete and masonry barracks 
250 feet by 38 feet, with a 64-man capacity. The small-arms range is 
located a distance of 12 miles from the main base. The range detach- 
ment of 128 men are presently housed in the existing barracks build- 
ing which has a gross area of 7,960 square feet. This barracks has no 
dayroom space and is crowded to double its capacity of 64 men. 

The next item, Mr. Chairman, is for the messhall and galley for the 
small-arms range, at a cost of $120,000. This will be a permanent 
masonry and concrete type structure, 82 feet 9 inches by 60 feet 
; inches, with a capacity of 150 men. This item will provide messing 

facilities for the enlisted men’s barracks proposed in the preceding 
item, plus 7 officers permanently attached and 18 additional personnel 
who are sent out to augment the permanent range detachment during 
the peak training season. 

The sixth line item is for utilities and services for the small-arms 
range, at a cost of $151,000. This item proposes the construction of a 
new sewage disposal plant to replace the existing temporary septic 
tank. This is necessary to properly handle the sewage flow for the 
increased flow from the additional facilities being constructed. Also 
proposed is the construction of a 100,000-gallon water storage tank, 
which is required to meet the minimum fire flow requirements. The 
other utilities included in this item are extensions to existing systems 
needed to furnish necessary services to the additional buildings re- 
quested. The average daily population of the range, in addition 
to the permanent personnel, iS approximately 800 ‘shooters. This 
imposes an additional sewage treatment requirement over and above 
the sewage treatment require ment for the permanent personnel. 

Line item No. 7, Mr. Chairman, is the bachelor officers’ quarters 
with mess, at a cost of $1,500,000. This item will be a cross-shaped 
structure 401 feet by 232 feet of reinforced concrete frame having 
nonbearing masonry unit walls, consisting of four stories and base- 
ment. There is a requirement for approximately 275 BOQ spaces 
at the Marine Corps schools. Adequate BOQ rooms are available to 
accommodate 125 men, leaving a deficit of 150 BOQ rooms. The 
north and south wings of this item will accommodate 130 male officers’ 
quarters while the east wing accommodates 20 women officers’ quarters 
on the top 3 stories. The west wing contains a 150-man galley. The 
central section is composed of the lobby and recreational areas. Sup- 
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porting facilities include sewer, water, drainage, and fire alarm 
facilities and roads, sidewalks, and street lighting. 

Mr. Chairman, the last item for Quantico is for the construction of 
the head building at Butier Stadium to accommodate approximately 
6,000 persons, at a cost of $48,000. This structure will be 25 feet wide 
by 75 feet long. The building will have head facilities for both men 
and women. It will also include a storage room and a mechanical 
equipment room. All utilities will be connected to existing station 
utility lines. The only existing head facilities in the vicinity of 
Butler Stadium are located in the enlisted pool dressing rooms, which 
are not readily accessible, and are inadequate to prov ide for the per- 
sonnel who attend functions at Butler Stadium. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection. 

Captain Ares. The next is “Marine Corps Recruit Depot, at San 
Diego, Calif., $116,000.” 

Mr. Price. Without objection 

Mr. Rivers. We can cut this one out. 

The Cuatrman. I want to say this—off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. I know this item is well-founded. Without objec- 
tion, this item is approved. [Laughter. ] 

(The full justification is as follows :) 

This is the only Marine Corps facility west of the Mississippi River for the 
reception and recruit training of enlisted men. It is the counterpart of our 
east coast training station located at Parris Island, S. C. 

This item is for the construction of electronic instruction buildings at a 
eost of $116,000. It will provide classroom and office space for the Communi- 
eation Electronics School plus a concrete foundation for an antenna tower and 
fence and seal coating for existing blacktop area. The mission of the school 
is to train Marine Corps personnel in the fields of radar, guided missiles, 
operational communications, communications maintenance, and related subjects. 
This is the only Marine Corps school for this type of training. The school 
currently trains 700 students annually, with an average load of 100. Of the 
7,683 square feet of space required, only 3,734 square feet of adequate space 
are available. This item will provide one building containing 3,095 square feet 
and an addition to building 426 containing 754 square feet to furnish the deficit 
classroom space, head facilities, office and storage space, together with security 
fencing for a classified equipment storage lot, and furnish a high frequency 
electrical power source. 

The CHarrman. Marine Corps Training Center, Twentynine 
Palms, Calif. 

Captain Ares. The project , at Twentynine Palms, Calif., is com- 
posed of line items totaling $2,331,000. This activity provides serv- 
ice and training facilities for Fleet Marine Force units, particularly 
field artillery, antiaircraft artiller y, and guided missile units. 

The first line item is for construction at $540,000 of a one- story, 
150 feet by 200 feet reinforced concrete combat vehicle shop build- 
ing to contain crane ways, grease racks, and inspection pits. There 
are no current adequate permanent facilities at this activity for the 
proper field maintenance of ordnance equipment and combat type 
vehicles. Currently, this maintenance is being performed by the 
repair branch, Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Calif., 135 
miles distant, and a detachment of the Ist Combat Service Group, a 
deployable unit, assigned to the activity. 

The second line item is for construction of six 36 feet by 80 feet 
gun park maintenance equipment and storage sheds of tiltup rein- 
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forced concrete in a total amount of $207,000. Distantly located Butler 
type buildings do not provide adequate secured storage and main- 
tenance areas for tools and equipment required to perform routine 
maintenance on organizations guns and vehicles. 

The third item is for 50- by 140-foot extension of the maintenance 
office building in the amount of $127,000. The construction will be of 
tiltup concrete with evaporative cooling. The extension is required 
to consolidate offices of the public works, maintenance, and mainten- 
ance supply offices. Current facilities are separated by approximately 
2 miles and require excessive time in communication. 

The fourth item is for the construction of a laundry and dry- cloning 
plant in the amount of $727,000. The building is to be 100 by 220 feet 
of tiltup reinforced-concreted slab construc tion. Jurrently, all laun- 
dry and dry claining has to be trucked daily to Palm Springs, Calif., 
a distance of 65 miles each w ay. Average volume of laundry per man 
is 12 pounds per week. 

The proposed item will provide adequate laundry and dry-cleaning 
services for a planned strength of 5,600 personnel. It is anticipated 
that this item will result in an annual saving of $38,000 to the Govern- 
ment, and $25,000 to the individuals. 

The fifth item is for the construction of a one-story concrete recrea- 
tion building in the amount of $170,000. This item will include evap- 
orative air conditioning, 8 bowling alleys, soda fountain and head 
facilities. Closet commercial facilities available are 6 miles distant, 
and completely inadequate in size and hours of operation. 

The sixth item is for the construction of a 25-meter pool and bath 
house with showers, locker space, and toilet facilities, with a 12- by 
12-foot wading pool 18 inches deep for children, attached at one end. 
The estimated cost is $139,000. This item will provide facilities for 
approximately 400 officers and dependents. 

Item 7 is for the construction of utilities and services systems at 
$151,000 to provide for the operation of previously proposed items 
under this project. 

The final item is for the construction of six battalion par ade grounds, 

ach to be 250 by 700 feet (19,500 square yards) of 3-inch road mix 
asphaltic paving for a total amount of $: 270,000. The establishment of 
this activity as a parmanent base necessitates the construction of 
permanent areas that will be free of sand erosion in order to facilitate 
training. 

Mr. Cox. Mr. Chairman, I just want to inquire: Are there only 
officers in training at this base ¢ 

Captain Arrs. No, sir, both officers and enlisted, sir. 

Mr. Core. I assume the enlisted men already have their swimming 
001. 

Captain Atnes. Yes, sir, they do, sir. 

The Cratrman. Without objection it is approved. Now members 
of the committee, our distinguished colleague from California, Mr. 
Baldwin, is here. No doubt he has on his mind Port Chicago. Mr. 
Baldwin. 

Mr. Batpwrin. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Come around. 

Now Port Chicago is not in the bill. 

Mr. Norstap. Yes, it is, on page 22, line 3. 
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The CuHairman. Well, for a small item. It has no relation to the 
other phase of it. Do you want to be heard in particular about this 
little item ? 

Mr. Baupwin. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the two small 
items in the bill. I have no objection to the bill as it stands, Mr. 
Chairman. I would just want to be heard in case the committee was 
to consider any land acquisition. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Batpwin. Which I am opposed to. 

The Cuatrman. We promised you that. Now I want to say this to 
you. I wrote the Department the other day and told them that last 
year they had Port Chicago in. We had a subcommittee to make an 
investigation. And the Department did not include in this bill and 
if they wanted it considered this year they would have to get a clear- 
ance from the Budget. It hasn’t come in. When it comes in we will 
give you and your people an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. Batpwin. I appreciate that. 

The Cuatrman. In reference to acquisition of the buffer zone in 
there. 

Mr. Batpwin. I appreciate that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. On this item here you don’t object ? 

Mr. Batpwiy. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. Now, members of the committee, Mr. Bray asked 
that we pass over ordnance as he wanted to be here, but he can’t be 
here this morning. We will pass over ordnance. That comes to 
page 22, “Service school facilities.” 

(The following was submitted :) 


STATEMENT OF CHIEF OF NAVAL PERSONNEL BEFORE THE ARMED SERVICES COM- 
MITTEE WitH RESPECT TO THE FiscaL YEAR 1958 Minirary CONSTRUCTION 
PROGRAM 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is an honor and a privilege 
to appear before you in support of that portion of the fiscal year 1958 military 
construction program sponsored by the Chief of Naval Personnel. 

Our mission, as you gentlemen know, is to provide and train personnel for the 
operating forces. In this capacity, we fully expect to meet overall strength 
objectives; however, shortages in the technically trained enlisted rates will 
continue to plague us, and we are concerned with the problem of retaining 
within the Navy men who possess these critical technical skills. 

We must meet this challenge by intensifying our training as more complicated 
ships, weapons, and propulsion systems are integrated into the fleet, and by mak- 
ing every effort to provide a standard of living commensurate with the expecta- 
tions of every American citizen. In keeping with this concept, six items are 
being sponsored for authorization. Each of these represents part of a compre- 
hensive plan designed to achieve our objectives. 

We are requesting an increase in capacity for training machinists mates and 
boilermen at the Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Ill. Our plan is to in- 
stall one-half of a destroyer powerplant, representative of that found in our 
modern combatant ships. This will increase our training capacity and provide 
for instruction on up-to-date equipment. 

In order to provide trained radio operators in the numbers required, and 
simultaneously rectify an unsatisfactory condition in the material readiness of 
Navy radio equipment, we have included an item for expansion of the Communi- 
cations School at the Naval Training Center, San Diego. At this school, we plan 
to provide basic radioman training for more men, and to increase the course 
length to include maintenance training. We also plan to establish advanced 
technical courses for radiomen. 

In further implementation of our plan to improve living conditions, we have 
included the following items: 
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The first increment of construction to provide the foundations for two dormi- 
tory wings at the United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md. These wings, 
when completed, will increase the capacity of Bancroft Hall by 1,100 spaces, 
and will relieve the inordinately overcrowded conditions under which midship- 
wen are presently required to live. 

The first of two increments, to replace substandard bachelor officers accommo- 
dations at the Naval Training Center and Fleet Sonar School, San Diego, Calif. 
The present accommodations offered bachelor officers at these activities are 
among the most shameful to be found at any continental naval installation. In 
the interest of good management and to realize economy in operations, we are 
planning for one consolidated bachelor officers’ quarters, centrally located, to 
serve both activities. This will also accommodate officers of the Fleet Air 
Defense Training Center, which is located nearby. 

The next item provides for the initial step toward replacing deteriorated and 
substandard barracks at the naval receiving station, Charleston, 8S. C. These 
barracks have now reached such a degree of severe deterioration, aggravated by 
termite infestation, that they constitute an ever-mounting risk to the safety of 
personnel billeted therein. Substandard living facilities, such as these, produce 
an adverse effect on the morale and health of the occupants. 

Our submission also contains an item for 2,160 barracks spaces for male re- 
cruits at the Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, LIL, to continue construction 
in the first new recruit camp which was partially authorized and funded in 
fiscal year 1957. Until adequate facilities are provided, recruits must be housed 


under substandard and congested conditions which have an adverse effect on 
health and morale. 


The program, as described above, represents a careful screening of all items 
proposed for sponsorship. We have attempted to achieve a balance between 
urgently needed replacement and augmentation items resulting from new or 
expanded requirements. Each item represents an important part of the perma- 
nent peacetime Shore Establishment, and will greatly improve morale and the 
state of training while effecting savings in manpower and money. 

The CHarrman. Where is that in the book? 

Captain Ames. Sir, this is on page 77. 

Mr. Ketitener. Seventy-six, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Price. Seventy-six. 

Captain Artes. Seventy-six and seventy-seven ; yes, sir. 

Under the “Service school facilities” we are asking for projects at 
four locations, totaling $13,800,000. The first project, at the Naval 
Academy, Annapolis, Md., is the first of two increments for dormitory 
construction for $1,602,000. At present there are 3,643 midshipmen 
on board the Naval Academy, while the existing dormitory was de- 
signed for 2,500. The midshipmen population is expected to remain at 
an average of 3,600, leaving a deficiency of 1,100 spaces. The resulting 
crowded conditions prevent effective study, creates dissatisfaction and 
reduces the effectiveness of the academic program. This increment 
provides for underpinning the existing sixth wing to prevent further 
settlement, foundations for two new wings and modifications of the 
heating plant to increase present boilers to rated capacity. 

The CuatrMan. Now 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Durham. What about Bancroft Hall, the 
recommendation of the Board of Visitors? 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, of course—we have five men in a room 
over there at the present time. It is almost an impossible situation they 
have. Why are you just asking for the first increment here? 

Captain Artes. This is what we can do in this 1 year. Next year we 
will come in and ask for authority to construct the wings themselves, 
sir. This includes all the plans and specifications. 

Mr. Durnam. How much will the total wing completed cost ? 
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Captain Aitzs. We anticipate that it will cost about $35 million to 
complete the whole project, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. Why don’t we authorize the whole thing? Here we 
have been increasing the cadets over there and we put them in Ban- 
croft Hall and we have had no additional facilities since 1920. We 
have added two from each congressional district. And five men in a 
room trying tostudy. It is just perfectly ridiculous. 

The Cuatrman. I think we should do something about Bancroft 
Hall. Give me this amendment. 

Mr. Rivers. Wouldn’t the entire contract be cheaper if you let 
the whole business out ¢ 

Captain Aires. Not until we get the plans and specifications, sir. 

Mr. DurnHam. It is a very simple—— 

Captain Ares. That is cluded in this. Admiral Smedberg has 

said if we go ahead with this, the project will not be delayed at all, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. You have boys eating so close together there that they 
haven't room to raise their elbows at the table. 

Captain Aes. I have a son there and I know what you say is the 
truth, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. I don’t see where it is such a complicated thing. It is 
nothing to do except to just extend that wing. That is all you are going 
todo. Itis not acomplicated thing at all. It is a simple construction 
problem. 

The Cuatrman. Why not do it this way: Strike out this $1,602,000 
and put in there “extension of Bancroft Hall, and ~vgvond "—let’s do it. 
I have here $15 million—Mr. Kelleher worked it out—$15,171,000. 
Now we don’t have to make that authorization all . one time. Why 
can’t we do it in about a 2 years’ program’ Everybody knows we 
should have more facilities at Bancroft Hall. 

Mr. Duruam. The visiting committee was unanimous. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Norsiap. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask why you have not 
come in for an authorization before, if these crowded conditions have 
been existing over there. 

Captain Airs. We have been working on this for quite a few years, 
sir. 

Mr. Norsiap. Because I never heard of this. Has your studentload 
increased over a period of years? 

Captain Aires. No, sir; it increased during the war and it stayed 
right up there, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. May I answer the gentleman / 

Mr. Norsxap. Yes; | would like to get an answer. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Before the wings at Bancroft Hall can actually be 
constructed, it is necessary to put some fill or additional land which is 
presently underway. 

Mr. Durnam. We authorized that last yea1 

Captain Arres. That is right. 

Mr. Norsiap. My question is if this has been going on for 10 or 15 
years, why haven’t they done something about it before ? 

Mr. Durnam. It should have been. 

Mr. Rivers. In recommending Towers Field, they overlooked that. 

Mr. Cote. No. 

Mr. Duruam. This is a very serious condition and I certainly hope 
the committee will let the Academy know that it is going to be done. 
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Mr. Brooks. I would like to know this: Is the Navy asking for any 
funds for that? 

Captain Aes. We are asking for the orderly start of it, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. What is the orderly start? 

Captain Artes. This year to build the foundations, the underpinning 
for the two outboard wings that will be built on filled land 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Captain Ares. To get all of our plans and specifications prepared 
so that next year we can come in for $13,827,000 for building the wings 
themselves. 

Mr. Brooxs. How much are you asking for this year / 

The CuarrMan. $1,600,000. 

Mr. Price. Why don’t we authorize 

Mr. Brooks. Wait, Mr.Chairman. May Isay a word? Now what 
you are asking for is $1,600,000 and that is all you are asking for? 

Captain Altes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Well, what would you do with more money if you were 
given more ¢ 

Captain Artes. We won’t be able to spend it until next year. 

Mr. Brooks. You couldn’t. Well, we are in an anomalous situation 
here. If we put up money they can’t spend next year, anxious as we 
are to cut the budget down 

Mr. Rivers. You will be ready to go next year if we give you this 
money, for the $14 million ? 

Captain Armes. Mr. Chairman, be assured we are just as anxious 
to get these wings as anybody. The Navy has been for this all the 
time. 

The CHarrman. Well, in view of that and with the assurance we 
are going to do it next year, and this is the first step, let it stand like 
it is, but we are going to write in here some $13 million next year. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, they can build that building if they 
want to do it. They can do it this year if you give them the money. 
There is no excuse in the world why they can’t do it. 

Captain Airs. Our engineers advise us we can’t until we get these 
foundations built. 

Mr. Brooks. I don’t believe we ought to authorize—— 

Mr. Coir. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear one of these con- 
versations at a time, if we could, instead of having four of them com- 
ing at my ears. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, Mr. Chairman, one at a time, I will say this. 
If they can’t do it—I am not against this Bancroft Hall situation. 
It has been going on there 12 or 15 years. But if they can’t spend the 
money, and they say they can’t spend the money, we are certainly 
going to be in a peculiar situation on the floor of the House when we 
come in here and show we are cutting other things down, hold this bill 
down, and put in something that they say they can’t use. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. This thing has happened right here on Capitol Hill. 
There is no excuse for it. They have been pushing this thing around 
over in the Pentagon or somewhere every year. Now, Bancroft Hall 
was built in what year? Fifty-some years old 

Captain Arzs. It is about that age, sir. 
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Mr. Core. Well, what improvements and expansions—— 

Captain Ares. Two additional wings have been put on since I 
was there, sir. 

Mr. Coir. Two additional wings since you were there ! 

C aptain Atrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coir. What was the capacity of those two new wings ? 

Captain Amrs. They brought the capacity up to 2,500. When I 

yas there it was 1,700. 

Mr. Corr. From what ? 

Captain Aimrs. About 1,700, sir. 

Mr. Coir. They brought it up to— 

Mr. Kevxtener. From 1,700. 

Captain Aires. They brought it up from 1,700 to 2,500. 

Mr. Cotz. From 1,700 to 2,500. And that was done in 1942. 

Captain Armzs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, this is the first step. You have to get 
the piers out there. I was just wondering whether or not to author- 
ize it or wait until next year. 

Mr. Durnam. The Academy has been coming now to the Navy for 
years and years on this same situation. 

The Cuarman. I have no objections in trying to defend it, for 
$15,171,000. If it is the wish of the committee to put it in, and strike 
out $1,802,000, why as far as I am concerned I will do my best to get 
it. 

Mr. Durnam. They ought to put it in or they ought to reduce the 
cadets for each Congressman so it won’t be in that condition. They 
haven’t even a place ‘to wash their hands and no head or anything. 

Mr. Brooxs. Let me ask this: I often thought that since the Air 
Force Academy was out there, up until we put in the Air Force Acad- 
emy they were furnishing considerable manpower for officers for the 
Air Force Academy. Maybe they don’t need that number there. I 
don’t know. But, frankly, if they can’t use the money out there, and 
they say they can’t, we are in a ridiculous position, regardless of the 
zeal we may have, because we are members of the Board of Visitors 
and want to make a good record. Regardless of that, we are in a 
difficult spot to defend it on the floor. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s have a vote. 

Mr. Duruam. I don’t believe you will find a building- 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question ? 

The CuarrmMan,. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Would it be of any advantage to have authorization for 
the full project now ? 

Mr. Duruam. If Congress will do it. 

Captain Ares. None except that we wouldn’t have to ask for that 
authorization next year, that 1s all. 

Mr. Price. Well, would there be an advantage ? 

Captain A1rxrs. No, sir. We wouldn’t fund it this year, sir. 

Mr. Norsuap. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, I would like one question. 

Mr. Duruam. Why wouldn’t you? 

Captain Ares. Because we won’t need the money. The super- 
structure cannot be built until after the pile foundations are completed, 
and that will take about a year. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Cole—— 
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Captai Airs. This will be enough money to do all the work we 

‘an do in this year, sir. 

The Cuatrman. In view of that 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Coarrman. Mr.Cole. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, I don’t know of any building in the 
whole Army, Navy, or Air Force where you built for 2,500 men and 
got 3,700 and most of the time more than that in it, at the present time. 
Now, that is perfectly ridiculous. It is somebody’s fault. 

The Crarrman. Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Corr. Captain, when the Air Force Academy is completed and 
in operation, will the Navy still have a requirement of thirty-six-hun- 
dred-odd midshipmen ? 

Captain Ars. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coir. At Annapolis? 

Captain Arges. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Norsiap. That was my question. Thank you. 

The Cuatrrman. Well, in view of the language 

Mr. Brooks. I would like to ask this: Will Annapolis still furnish 
to the Air Force and will West Point still furnish personnel to the 
Air Force at that time ? 

Captain Ares. Not after the Air Force Academy is completed. 

Mr. Brooks. Increase your inductions from that séurce into the 
Navy. 

Mr. Corr. Will you take a minute to explain why it is; isn’t it 25 
percent ¢ 

Captain AiLes. Twenty-five percent of each class; yes, sir. 

Mr. Corr. Of each class now goes to the Air Force and you are 
meeting your naval requirements. 

Captain Ares. By using officer candidates and also commissioning 
a number of selected enlisted personnel for particular type billets. 
They are restricted in their performance of duty. Plus having a large 
number of reserves continue on active duty, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. What you will do is to cut down on the induction from 
the Reserves ; won’t you ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

oo Brooks. And have more of the Regular Navy personnel. 

Captain Ar ES. Yes, Sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item stands as it is. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Durnam. I offer an amendment. 

The Carman. Mr. Durham offers an amendment. Mr. Durham— 
off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Dvriam. It is time Congress was taking some action and 
having the Navy understand that there has to be something done. 

The CxHatmman. Mr. Durham offers the following amendment. 
Strike out $1,600,000 and insert in place thereof, “extension of Ban- 
croft Hall, and utilities, $15,171,000.” 

Mr. Rrvers. Without objection. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the amendment— 

Mr. Brooks. I object, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. All in favor of the amendment hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Ketiener. Eleven, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All opposed hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands. ) 

Mr. Keviener. Three, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may | just say that it was the unani- 
mous opinion of the Board of Visitors that the full authorization 
should be made at this time, feeling that it would add impetus to the 
construction of the wings at Bancroft Hall. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Now members of the committee, 
these other three items—we all know what they are. Naval receiving 
station, Charleston, naval center, Great Lakes, and naval station at 
San Diego, Calif., training facilities. 

Captain AILEs. The second project in this class provides for three 
180-men standard 3-story barracks at the Naval Receiving Station, 
Charleston, S. C., at a cost of $1,225,000. The eight existing barracks 
are temporary World War II buildings which, due to age, deteriora- 
tion, and termite infestation have become a serious safety hazard. 
This is the first of two equal increments. 

The next project, at the Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, II1., 
includes two items for machinist mates-boilerman school and recruit 
camp barracks for $5,598,000. At the machinist mates-boilerman 
school the present obsolete installation does not provide training in 
the typical type equipment used in the fleet. This new building will 
include a typical shipboard installation as to levels and relative loca- 
tions of one-half a destroyer main-propulson plant and one fireroom. 
The cost of this is $1,550,000. To meet training requirements, Naval 
Training Center, Great Lakes, should have sufficient facilities to train 
15,000 male recruits. Existing World War II temporary barracks 
have reached an advanced state of deterioration, are inadequate, 
drafty, difficult to heat and promote a disproportionate high incidence 
of respiratory diseases. This item proposes the completion of one 
5,040-man capacity camp, started in fiscal vear 1957, by construction 
of the remaining 2,160 barracks spaces for $4,048,000. 

The last project under this class requests communications school 
facilities for $3,762,000 and a bachelor officers’ quarters, 140-man, with 
mess for $1,613,000 at the Naval Training Center, San Diego, Calif. 
Present communication school facilities can only ee. 640 
basic students. Because of an ever-increasing use of radio and elec- 
tronic equipment in the Navy a requirement exists for facilities for a 
sustained enrollment of 1,200 basic students and 288 advanced students. 
This item will augment "existing facilities to provide for an enroll- 
ment of 1,488 students. It inc ‘ludes laboratories, classrooms, training 
aids library, equipment repair shops, lecture hall, administrative 
spaces and collateral equipment in a three-story masonry building. 

These are separate bachelor officers’ quarters at the naval training 
center and the fleet sonar school, San Diego. Both are World War il 
temporary wood-frame buildings with gang-type heads and showers, 
flimsy partitions, poor ventilation, and no insulation. This is the 
first increment of a 300 officer capacity requirement in one building 
to replace the two existing buildings for economy of operation. 
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The Cuairman. Without objection. Now-we will have to take a 
recess until Monday morning 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman,. Wait 1 minute. And go to the floor, as Mr. Mahon 
will present the defense budget this morning. We will take a recess 
until Monday morning. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. I want to ask Captain Ailes, are you 
going to ask for the money for that receiving station at Charleston ¢ 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. That is what the item at Charleston is 
for. 

Mr. Rivers. That is very important. 

Captain Ames. It is for the first increment of the replacement 
barracks, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. That is very important. 

Mr. Rivers. That is very important. 

Mr. Noreswap. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is why I asked you that, ss Asam 

(Whereupon, at 11: 46 a. m., the committee adjourned until 10 a. m., 
Monday, May 27, 1957.) 





Houser or REPRESENTA'TIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Monday, May 27, 1957. 

(The committee convened at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman 
of the committee, presiding. ) 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, members of the committee, we turn back to page 21 of the bill, 
ordnance facilities. 

Now, where does this appear in the bluebook ? 

Captain Artxs. That is on page 55, in book 2, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Page 55, book 2. 

Mr. Keiiener. That isthe book you have, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Page 21 of the bill, and page 55 of the book. 

Mr. Rivers. 55? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The first one isthe Naval Ammunition Depot, Bangor, Wash. 

Now, before we start off on ordnance facilities, in view of the fact 
that our distinguished colleague from California, Mr. Baldwin, is 
here and is deeply concerned about Port Chicago, I desire to make this 
statement. 

Port Chicago does not appear in this bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. It does, sir. 

The CuarrMan. I mean, in reference to the buffer zone. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. The other item is entirely different. Nothing in 
this bill in connection with the acquisition of what is classified as the 
buffer zone. 

I understand that the Navy has submitted a request to the Budget 
and it is still pending in the Budget. 

I want to advise Mr. Baldwin that whenever that item comes up to 
the committee, he and the people who are interested in the proposition 
will be given full notice about it so they can appear before the com- 
mittee. 
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Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. Now, “Naval Ordnance Depot, Bangor, Wash., 
utilities, $316,000.” 

Now that is for the improvement of electrical distribution system. 

Captain Aixs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Isthat what it is for, Captain ¢ 

Captain Atrrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, Admiral Quinn, Deputy Chief of the Bureau of 
Ordnance, is here and has a brief statement. 

I wonder if we might insert that in the record, sir, and go on with 
the details. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, put your statement in reference to the 
ordnance item in the record there. 

(The statement of Rear Adm. John Quinn, Deputy Chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance, is as follows:) 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the objective of the military program of the 
Bureau of Ordnance is to provide and maintain facilities ashore for effective 
support of the fleet. These facilities are required to implement a balanced pro- 
gram of development, design, test, manufacture, storage, distribution, and final 
issue of ordnance and ammunition, including both guided missiles and nuclear 
ordnance. 

The progressive introduction of new weapons into our Navy has generated 
requirements for a series of new support facilities. With the phasing-in of the 
new support facilities new demands are already being placed on our existing basic 
support utilities, particularly in the areas of electric power, steam, and water. 
Additionally, since much of the Navy Ordnance Shore Establishment was built 
during World War II, necessarily embodying inferior materials, major repairs 
or replacements are now urgently required throughout the establishment. Thus 
the Bureau of Ordnance is faced simultaneously with the need to replace certain 
overage facilities, to modernize others, and to construct some new facilities for 
new requirements. 

In recent years the Bureau of Ordnance has endeavored to execute this three- 
way objective through sponsoring annually a military construction program 
which included only the most urgent increments of the facilities required to 
provide a modern Shore Establishment. Due to budgetary limitations these an- 
nual programs, as finally approved and funded, have fallen short of the Bureau’s 
3-way objective. 

This deficiency has been especially true in respect to the replacement and 
modernization of existing facilities. Such replacement and modernization have 
carried properly lower priorities than those for new bases and new weapons. 

The limited objective of the Bureau's fiscal year 1958 program will provide for: 

First, the third increment for conventional ammunition storage facilities at the 
three new Spanish bases. 

Second, one nuclear ordnance storage facility on the east coast of the United 
States, two nuclear ordnance storage facilities on the west coast, and another 
such facility in the western Pacific. 

Third, the first increment in the guided missile support program. 

Finally, a group comprising all other projects required to support the existing 
Naval Establishment. 

The dollar value of each of these sections with its corresponding percentage of 
the total program is as follows: 


Cost in thousands of dollars 














ae rn =: Percent 

Section projects | of total 

United Overseas Total program 

States | 

New overseas bases_.-- . Bricks 2, 527 | 7.00 
Nuclear ordnance.-..-.------- 4 | 5, 592 8, 937 | 24. 78 
Guided missiles_-__-_---- 4 3, 803 4, 381 12.15 
NN BS as re : a 1 15, 000 |...--- | 15, 000 | 41. 59 
Other facilities__...-..- . a 4, 899 326 5, 225 14. 48 
tcetiencscach deononcs 20| 29,204 6, 776 36, 070 | 100. 00 
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The “other facilities’ mentioned in the above tabulation entail the following: 








Cost in thousands of dollars 


Number sia E ae “At sian it Percent 
Section of projects ~ of total 
United Overseas Total program 
States | 
- a ccllecpsatieciaaied avaielaiiiadaieda al —— whi itlenantn 
| 
Research and development. 4 4, 233 wl 0 | 4, 233 11.73 
U tility improvements 3 552 | 138 | 690 1,91 
Modernization and miscellaneous--.- 2 114 188 302 . 84 
Se ee eee Oe ne ae | 9 4, 899 326 5, 225 14, 48 


Completion of the above program will provide a portion of the facilities 
needed at new bases to support the fleet, the guided missile, nuclear ordnance, 
and polaris programs, and a small increment for modernization, and rehabilitat- 
ing the existing shore establishment. 

The Cuarrman. Someone tell us the justification of this improve- 
ment of electrical distribution system ¢ 

Captain Arzxs. The first project is at naval ammunition depot, 
Bangor, Wash., for improvements to electrical distribution system in 
amount of $316,000. 

The depot is about 14 miles north of Bremerton. It stores and 

handles various types of ammunition, including guided missiles. The 
present power system was designed for a maximum peak demand of 
1,000 kilowatts but is operating with a peak demand of 3,100 kilo- 
watts with an estimated 30 percent loss of power transmitted due to 
overloading. Planned facilities will add an additional peak demand 
of about 1,300 kilowatts. The proposed improvements will permit 
an increase of the line voltage from the present 11.5 kilovoltamperes 
to 69 kilovoltamperes. This improved system will have a designed 
capacity of 6,000 kilowatts and will provide a satisfactory solution 
to the power supply problem. The work will include erection of 2.1 
miles of new overhead line to replace the madequate underground 
transmission line through the Bremerton annex, and related « equip- 
ment and devices. 

The Cuarmman. Now, how high does this stand on your priority 
list ? 

Captain Ames. This is—— 

The Cuarrman. Not so high? You have been going along there in 
fairly good shape, haven’t you, in the past ? 

Captain Artes. It is about halfway down. 

The Cuarrman. It is just about halfway down ¢ 

Captain A1nrs. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. So you are not going to ask for funding out of 
your $355 million ? 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir, this will be on funding list. 

The Cratrrman. If your $355 million is not given by the Appro- 
ni iations Committee, you won’t ask that this item be included ? 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir, we will, sir. 

The CuHatrman. Thisis very important? 

Captain Arms. Yes,sir. It isin the upper half of the list. 

The Cuatrman. Upper half? 

Captain Atues. Yes, sir. 

The Crarmman. Can you give the committee a breakdown which 
you consider in the upper half of all these items and which in the 
lower half ? 
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Let’s begin to find out how anxious you are going to fight for some 
of these items that you are getting the authorization for. 

Now you are asking for $385 million. 

Captain Arzes. $385 million, sir. 

The Cuamman. $385 million from the Appropriations Committee. 

Captain Aigs. Yes, sir. 

We expect to fund $385 million worth of projects. 

The CuatrmMan. On both items? 

Captain Atzes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. On both, $385 million ? 

Captain Arzzs. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. How could you break down and tell the committee, 
if you don’t get your $385 million from the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, which one of these items authorized now you are going to ask 
for, in whatever money you do get ? 

Captain Aizs. Yes, sir, we could give you a funding of that, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. When can we get that? 

The CuarrmMan. We will get it before the bill is considered. 

Mr. Rivers. Because I think we ought to know just what they are 
going to fight for. I think that isa good suggestion. 

The Cuatrman. All right, without—any questions on this item ? 

(No response. ) 

The CHartrmMan. Without objection the $316,000—is approved. 
“Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake, Calif., supply facilities, 
$114,000.” That is on page—— 

Captain Artes. Page 57. 

Mr. Keviener. 57. 

The Cuarrman. 57. 

Captain Artes. The second project, gentlemen, is at naval ordnance 
test station, China Lake, located principally in Inyo and Kern 
Counties, Calif. This project is “Aviation parts warehouse” in 
amount of $114,000. The majority of the 95 aircraft supported at 
this facility at Armitage Field, are experimental types and models 
which require more repair parts and general support than aircraft 
submitted to normal usage. 

Anticipated increases in aviation ordnance activity will generate a 
requirement for about 3,000 square feet of covered storage. In addi- 
tion, crated, boxed, or large parts of spares now stored in the open 
or in dilapidated sheds without proper security and which should 
be stowed inside, requiring over 2,000 square feet of space. This 

roject will correct the deficiency by construction of a warehouse 60 
y 167 feet in size. 

The Cuairman. Where are you storing these spare parts now? 

Captain Aizes. A large number of them are in the open, sir, and 
some of them are in dilapidated sheds. 

The Cuarrman. What is the amount in this bill carried for ware- 
houses ; that is, warehouse construction ? 

Captain Ares. I will have to insert that in the record, Mr. Chair- 
man. I don’t believe 

The Cuarrman. You are not carrying very much in this bill for 
warehousing ? 

Captain Artxs. No, sir; there is not very much for that, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. I don’t recall many items for warehouses. 

Captain Artes. No, sir. We can dig that out and insert it in the 
record. 

(The information is as follows :) 

There are 3 line items in the program for warehouses—1 each at 3 continental 
shore stations, for a total floor area of 497,000 square feet. 

The Cuatrman. What is the inventory of the amount that is stored 
out in the open? It is all in crates, isn’t it? 

Captain Ainrs. Yes, sir; it is in crates. 

The Cuarrman, And you put canvas over it, don’t you? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And it is on a concrete base ? 

Captain Artes. Not necessarily, no, sir. 

The Cuarman. What? 

Captain Artes. Sometimes on timbers. 

The Cuarrman. Do what? 

Captain Artes. Sometimes just possibly kept off the ground with 
timbers, 

The CuHairMan. Just boxes being laid on the lawn? 

Captain Aies. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMAn. And putting the boxes on the ground ? 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman, Now, what is the inventory that is stored out in the 
open ¢ 

Captain Armzs. We do not have that information. I will have to 
check that. 

The CuarrMan. Well, is it large or is it small ? 

Captain Artes. Indications are it is rather large. The amount now 
in open storage is approximately 5,000 square feet; the amount in old 
wood shacks is about 2,000 square feet, making a total of 7,000 square 
feet now requiring adequate covered storage. 

The Cuarmman. Now what is the main mission of this base ? 

Captain Airs. This is an experimental base where we develop mis- 
siles and parts of missiles. 

The CuarrmMan. I see you spent $162 million there. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When was this base established? In 

Captain Ares. 1944, sir. 

The Cuarmman. What? 

Captain Aies. 1944, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it is known as the naval ordnance test, station ? 

Captain Armes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Bakersfield, Calif. ? 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have there 1,065,671 acres of ground ? 

Captain Arzs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Any more land left in Kern County after you took 
your 1 million acres out? [Laughter. ] 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir; I think there is quite a bit left, sir. 

The CuairMan. You can’t give the committee information as to the 
volume of supplies that you have to store out in the open ? 

Captain Ares. We have 17,000 square feet, of which 7,000 is sub- 
standard, sir. We have a requirement of about 20,000 square feet of 
covered storage space, of which we have 10,000 which is adequate, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. How high does this stand in your priority? Does 
it stand high ? 

Captain Ates. This is about two-thirds of the way down. 

The CuairmMan. Two-thirds of the way down ¢ 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. . 

The CuarrmMan. How long have we been storing it out in the open? 
Why couldn’t we for another year continue to gamble on the weather 
in California ? 

Mr. Bray. Mr, Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Go ahead, Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. What isthe rainfall in this area per year ¢ 

Captain Aigs. It is very low. 

Captain Smaxu. It is the high temperatures that give us the prob 
lem, sir. It is up to 120° 

The CuHatrmMan. Come around, Captain. I can’t hear you, sir. 

Captain Aires. This is Captain Small, of the Bureau of Ordnance e. 

The CHarrman. Come up to the table, Captain, and speak out a 
little bit louder. We can’t hear you. 

Captain Sma.u. This station is out in the Mojave Desert, sir, and 
the temperatures range up to 120° a large portion of the year. These 
high temperatures deteriorate materials very rapidly if ‘they are left 
in the open. We have about 4,000 square feet of open storage area 
for spare parts that we can’t get under cover because we don’t have 
the space. They are also 2 to 3 miles from the spot that we need them, 
out near the hangar. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what type of equipment is stored out in the 
open? Parts of guided missiles / 

Captain Smauu. Spare parts for aircraft. This is for aircraft spare 
parts. We just moved in VX5 squadron there, increased the numbe: 
of planes from 29 to 90, which increases the spare-parts requirements, 
and that is the problem, sir 

The CuatrrMan. Well—— 

Captain Smauu. To get these unde n cover where they won’t deterio 

rate. We have evaporative cooling facilities in all these buildings 
out there because of the high temperatures. 

The Carman. No doubt, from what you said, there might be some 
justification for this, because anyone working out in the sun in 120 
is—it is a good deal hotter than it is in Georgia. Without objection, 
the item is approved. The Naval Ordnance Laboratory, Corona, Calif. 

Captain AiLes. The third project, at Corona, Calif., Ordnance Lab 
oratory, is for a total of $494,000, It includes two line items required 
for further research and development of guided missiles. The first 
line item is “Guided-missile fuse test facility,” for $362,000. It is 
needed for the testing of explosive loaded guided-missile fuses in ac 
cordance with military standard tests. 

This will lead to the furnishing of fuses to the fleet which have 
been checked for reliability and safety. This project proposes the 
construction of laboratories for fuse test, fuse assembly and examina- 
tion, and classified test; and an air-gun unit, a drop tower, and fuse 
magazines. There are no existing facilities capable of performing 
these tasks. 

The next line item at this activity, Mr. Chairman, is “Laboratory 
facilities,” for $132,000. Additional space is required to house 
research and development laboratory functions now assigned and 
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being performed by scientific personnel recruited during the past year. 
The proposed facility will provide the necessary working space and 
instrumentation for the 50 additional scientists required to handle 
the nonrotating guided missile fuse program. The line item will 
permit conversion and rehabilitation of 2 existing former hospital 
ward buildings into laboratory space; and the provision of electrical 
power and distribution wiring. 

The CuHairman. Now, this base is down at Riverside, isn’t it? 

Captain Ares. It is in the mountains between Riverside and the 
sea, yes, sir. 

The Ciairman. When was it established ? 

Captain Aires. It was formerly a temporary naval hospital during 
World War IL. 

The CuarrMan. Formerly a hospital ? 

Captain Ares. It was made an Ordnance laboratory in 1953, sir. 

The CrairMan. It was a naval hospital ¢ 

Captain AtLes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrmman. And after it ceased to be used as a naval hospital, 
it was converted for research and development or guided missiles? 

Captain Atres. Part of it was converted to this purpose, yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now what is the part used for ! 

Captain Atzes. | think it is still a naval hospital—part of it, sir. 

Captain Smauu. Yes, sir. Most of the facilities are used as a 
naval hospital. 

The CuarrmMan. | see you only have 1,700 acres of ground. You 
have only spent $3,302,000 there. You don’t contemplate expanding 
this. You are about up to the limit. $8,796,000 is your maximum 
expenditure contemplated at this place ? 

Captain Aires. There are no further expansions planned at this 
place, presently. 

The CratrmMan. This winds this one up. 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. You have other fuse testing facilities that are being used 
at less than 25 percent of capacity, haven’t you ! 

Captain Artes. Fuse testing ¢ 

Mr. Bray. Facilities, which you call item 1, “Guided missiles fuse 
test facilities.” You have those—well equipped—that you are using 
at less than 25 percent of capacity at other ordnance depots, haven’t 
you ¢ 

Captain Artes. May I ask Admiral Quinn, Bureau of Ordnance, 
to speak on that. 

Admiral Quinn. I am Admiral Quinn, Bureau of Ordnance. The 
situation at Corona is a question of the guided-missile fuses, sir, and 
these guided-missile weapons are perhaps the most important elec- 
tronic elements, guidance elements, and a part of that essentially, and 
second of importance is the mechanism to function it when it hits. 

Mr. Bray. Admiral, sir, I am well acquainted with the importance 
of guiding missiles, and the importance of guiding apparatuses and 
fuses. I a mnot at all critical of the research work you are doing. 
I happen to personally know that you do have facilities, very fine fuse 
facilities said testing facilities, that have been constructed within the 








1890 


very few years, at an ordnance depot of over 63,000 acres, that are now 
being used at less than 30 percent of capacity. I happen to know that. 
I think it is classified. I would like to talk that over with you. I 
happen to know that is true. I have no objections to you people hav- 
ing all the money that you need, but I don’t like to see spending the 
taxpayers’ money for facilities you already have. 

The CxHarrmaNn. Is there any other place in the country that we 
own that we could carry on this work without expending this 
$494,000 ? 

Admiral Quinn. Not for this purpose, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Pardon me. I happen to know the Crane Ammuni- 
tion Depot, in Indiana, 63,000 acres, and I know about the fuse-testing 
facilities there, which are very fine. I know the whole place is being 
operated less than 25 percent of capacity. I know there are 63,000 
acres there. I can see no reason why you construct other facilities 
when those are there waiting to be used. And you do have guided- 
missile fuses tested there, 

It may be a deep secret as to the type you have. Maybe somehow 
the climate or the atmosphere wouldn’t be conducive to that. But I 
think you realize we must do something here to show some economy 
in this matter. 

You are not going to get all you want. We know that. When you 
do have facilities you are not using, I don’t see why you can’t make 
some effort to use them there. 

The Cuatrman. May I ask you, Mr. Bray: You say there is a naval 
installation in Indiana of some 65,000 acres? 

Mr. Bray. One they forget to take out of Indiana. I don’t know 
how that happens. 

The CuatrMan. Wait one minute. One naval installation of some 
65,000 acres in Indiana, that is only being used 25 percent of its 
capacity ? 

Mr. Bray. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What isthe name of the installation ? 

Mr. Bray. The name is Crane Ammunition Depot. 

The Cuarmman. Crane Ammunition Depot. 

Mr. Bray. I want to say just a word about it. There are 63,000 
acres. And all the buildings are of steel and masonry. There are 117 
miles of railroad tracks there, 170 miles of roads, and the greatest de- 
gree of security as there are 5 guarded gates. You recently made a 
survey and stated it was able to take civilian work for the Navy, you 
know, in the Talos missile, up to the extent of employing 1,800 
people. 

I don’t think there is a building on there that isn’t made of steel 
and masonry. You have fairly recently got a fuse-testing laboratory 
there. It is the very, very latest. You have other ammunition depots. 
I happen to know about this one. That is the reason I am making the 
issue here. I do not know how many of hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars you have invested there. I just believe that we have a right to ask 
you to use facilities you have before you ask the taxpayers’ money 
to make more. That may be a very archaic view, but I still believe 
Tam right. 

The Cuarrman. Anything in this bill with reference to the Crane 
item ? 

Captain Ares. No, sir. 
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The CuarrMan. I wish you would bring - full information to the 
committee, please, tomorrow as to all the facts in regard to this i in- 
stallation—the type and character it is, how much we have invested in 
it, and what it is being used for and all the facts about it. 

We will see if we can’t use some of these installations without ex- 
panding other installations and at least try to get some dispersal of 
activities in the country instead of trying to put it all in California and 
the Mojave Desert. 

I think there are other sections of the country that have facilities 
that can be used. So let’s look into it. 

(The information is as follows :) 

The Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind., was established in 1941 and is 
located 10 miles east of the town of Bedford. It consists of approximately 
65,000 acres, valued at approximately $5 million and contains buildings and im- 
provements valued at $80 million. Its mission is to load, prepare, renovate, 
receive, store and issue all types of ammunition; operate and maintain a quality 
evaluation and surveillance laboratory ; store, maintain and transship assigned 
guided missiles. 

To operate this depot at the present requires 34 officers, 131 enlisted men and 
3,158 civilians. These figures include the 88-man Marine security force. 

Facilities available at the station consist of 156 miles of standard gage railroad, 
and approximately 500 miles of road, of which 135 miles are paved. There also 
are 1,160 high-explosive magazines and 508 smokeless powder and projectile 
magazines, with a combined storage capacity of 381,000 tons. Other facilities 
available consist of the following : 

1. Pyrotechnic plant 
2. 3 inch 50 caliber loading and assembly plant 
3. Booster loading plant 
4. Rocket loading plant 
5. Two mine filling plants 
6. Two medium caliber projectile loading plants 
7. Two major caliber loading plants 
8. Bag loading plant 
9. Cartridge loading plant 
10. Case and tank overhauling plant 
11. Quality evaluation laboratory 

The fuse test facilities at Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, are a part of the 
quality evaluation laboratory. These facilities are used for evaluation testing 
of projectile fuses, rocket fuses, bomb fuses, pyrotechnic fuses and demolition 
fuses. The evaluation fuse testing done at Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, is 
production testing; no research and development design work or testing is 
accomplished here. A comparison of the activities at Crane and Corona is fur- 
nished later in this testimony. 

Mr. Devereaux. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, may I ask in line with that? Is there 
anything in this bill here that provides for increased construction in 
ordnance depots? 

The CuarrMan. We are dealing with them right now. 

Mr. Brooks. Because it would seem to me—I have recently had an 
occasion to go over the ordnance situation. They are closing down 
ordnance plants all over the country. The Army is actually going to 
fold up its ordnance porgram at the end of this year. 

Now along the line of Mr. Bray, I don’t know that it can be done, 
that the Navy can use any of those plants, but it would seem to me that 
it should address itself to the attention of the Navy and the Air Force, 
too, that if these facilities being closed down can be used it is preferable 
to use the ones existing than to build more of them. 

I don’t know that it fits in there. I haven’t studied it from that 
angle. I have studied the ordnance program of the Army and they are 
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practically folding up. They have lots of standby plants that are 
going to be in shape to be put in mothballs by the end of the year. 

The Crarrman, I will say to Mr. Brooks, on page 2 of the bill, 
for the Army, it says, Aberdeen, Anniston, jet-propulsion laboratory, 

California, Savannah Ordnance, Sioux Ordnance. White S: inds Prov- 
ing Ground—they are the ones for the Army, and for the Navy you 
will find them on page 21. 

You get that information. 

Mr. Brooks. I will say to the chairman—I have been over there to 
the Pentagon and gone over the whole ordnance program with the 
Army and that is what they tell me. 

The CHarmman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I have a list of them that I will be glad to put in the 
record that are going to be standby before you know it. 

Mr. Héserr. Mr. Chairman, they are closing down the ammunition 
depot at New Orleans. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, we haven’t given the admiral a 
chance to answer this question that has been put to him. 

The Cuatmrman. There are so many questions put to him. Which 
one do you propose— 

Mr. Devereux. About this particular installation, the justification 
for it. 

The CHatrmMan. Go ahead and give the explanation. 

Admiral Quinn. I think there is an element, Mr. Chairman, that 
think perhaps would be of interest to all of us. We do developmental 
work there, at Corona—not duplicating anything anywhe re else. Ii 
fits in very closely with what we do up at China Lake, in the guided 
missile work, and other places. I think of China Lake because of its 
proximity to Corona. 

The need now is for this facility to test the experimental fuses there 
at Corona. We have found transportation costs are enormous. We 
could do this testing at Dahlgren, but we didn’t propose it. The 
matter would be to do it within close proximity, a matter of several 
hundred yards, rather than several hundred miles. 

We felt it was a reasonable proposition, sir. 

I would like for the record to give more details on the factors that 
we considered to be in justification of requesting your consideration of 
this being there at Corona. 

(The additional information is as * lows :) 


INSTALLATION AT UNITED STATES NAVAL ORDNANCE LABORATORY, CORONA, CALIF. 


Guided missile fuse test, $362,000—The proposed project included in the fiscal 
year 1958 military construction program is required solely for the research and 
development design testing of guided missile fuses. It has no application to, or 
connection with, the production testing of guided missile fuses. The two func- 
tions are not compatible. 

The fuse-test facility is urgently required to accommodate design studies on 
new or experimental explosive fuse components and to facilitate the evaluation 
for safety and reliability of fuses and fuse components as a part of the process 
of determining the readiness of a new fuse for service use. The kind of work 
done in this type of facility is highly complex and requires the services of a 
well integrated scientific staff. Naval Ordnance Laboratory, Corona, has such 
a staff, with 114 personnel engaged in fuse-design work: of this total, 80 are pro- 
fessional engineers and scientists. These types of specialized personnel are not 
available at Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane. 

Existing fuse-test facilities at Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, are central- 
ized in the Quality Evaluation Laboratory. These facilities, which are incapable 
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of handling explosive fuse components, are utilized for surveillance testing of 
gun-ammunition fuses, rocket fuses, bomb fuses, pyrotechnic fuses, and demoli- 
tion fuses. This category of fuses is classed as “rotating” fuses; these are dis- 
tinct from guided missile fuses which are classed as “nonrotating.” The 2 classes 
represent 2 different technical areas. None of the fuse-test equipment is de- 
signed for or adaptable to research and development work. Naval Ammuni- 
tion Depot, Crane, is not set up to do research and development fuse work on any 
of the various types of weapons, either from a facility or a personnel point of 
view. There are no plans to establish this function at Naval Ammunition Depot, 
Crane. 

In summary, the following points are pertinent : 

(a) The required scientific personnel are at Naval Ordnance Laboratory, not 
at Crane. 

(6) The nature of the work to be done in this facility is research and develop- 
ment design testing; Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, has been engaged only 
in production testing ; the two technical areas are not compatible. 

(c) The existing facilities at Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, are incapable 
of handling explosive components. 

(d) If this facility were located at Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, it would 
be necessary to establish the required personnel as well as furnish all of the 
facilities requested in the project. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that being the justification of it, without 
objection, the item is approv ed. 

Now, the next one is the “Ordnance Aerophysics Laboratory, at 
Daingerfield, Tex., research and development facilities, $2,649,000.” 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. I don’t want to belabor this question. I have a question. 
Is it classified to say how much the fuse that you test there or propose 
to test at this new installation weighs 

Admiral Quinn. Well—— 

Mr. Bray. Itis somewhi at less than a ton, isn’t it ¢ the fuse ¢ 

Admiral Quinn. There are some aspects of it perhaps I best think 
we speak off the record—off the rec ord, sir, or in executive session. May 
I leave this off the record? Just to give you an idea—— 

Mr. Bray. I know there are people in the ee that are not cleared 
for executive session. 

Mr. Kettener. This is open session. 

Mr. Bray. But 1 do want to bring up the point that you and I know 
the fuse itself is not very heavy, without going into detail—I think I 
know almost exactly its weight, that is within 25 percent. I know you 

can ship quite a few of them, of that weight, for $362,000. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I suggest we pass this over until we 
get further justification. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, this isn’t just the shipping of fuses they 
are concerned with. It is the movement of personnel and everything 
else. 

The CuarrmMan. All right, we will pass over Naval Ordnance Labo- 
ratory at Corona. 

Now, the next one is at Daingerfield, Tex. 

Captain Artes. The next project is also for research and develop- 
ment in the field of guided missiles. It is proposed for the Navy’s 
Ordnance Aerophysics Laboratory, Daingerfield, Morris County, Tex., 
for $2,649,000. It consists of two a items. 

The first is high mach number facility at the estimated cost of 
$1,190,000. The requirement is to expand the wind-tunnel facility for 
testing aerodynamic models of guided missiles at air velocities in the 
hypersonic range, a range in excess of 5 times the speed of sound. The 
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capacity of the tunnel is now limited to supersonic velocities. It is 
necessary that missiles, to be effective, must maintain a speed advantage 
over potential target aircraft and, consequently, must be tested in the 
hypersonic range in the immediate future if such an advantage is to be 
achieved and held. The work involves the construction of a test 
section parallel with the existing wind tunnel, piping, valving, and 
various equipment and instrumentation, the modification and addition 
to the existing building and a dessicant air-dryer system. 

The second line item is a high energy fuel system estimated to cost 
$1,459,000. This involves the construction of storage and handling 
facilities for high energy fuels used in engines for exploitation of these 
fuels in applications involving guided missiles. These fuel compounds 
are toxic to human beings and to vegetation, hence require special 
handling. Warning devices are required to test for and detect fuel 
leaks and contamination. The line item provides for construction of 
storage and handling facilities for the fuel and for efficient processing 
of the end products, including fuel tanks, piping and instrumentation 
and modification to the hich altitude test burner chamber, associated 
scrubbing and evacuation chambers. 

The Cuarrman. This testing facility was established in 1945? 

Captain Armes. 1945. 

The Cuarrman. You have 22 acres of ground there ? 

Captain Ass. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. You have had an expenditure of $2.308,000 ? 

Captain Aires. For improvements on the land; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And how large a personnel is there ? 

Captain Ares. It is contractor-operated, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Captain Atres. This facility is contractor-operated, sir. 

The Crarrman. Who operates it ? 

Admiral Quinn. Convair, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Convair. 

Now, how close is this to their plant; Convair’s plant ? 

Mr. Ketiener. The one at Fort Worth. 

Admiral Quinn. Sir, the closest branch of Convair is at Fort Worth. 
I believe the representatives of Convair at Daingerfield were recruited 
from their facilities in southern California. 

The Cuatrrman. And they are doing the research ? 

Admiral Quinn. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And we are furnishing the facilities? 

Admiral Quinn. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. LAanx«rorp. Isn’t this somewhat of a duplication of the facilities 
that NACA has? Aren’t they building these high speed, hypersonic 
speed wind tunnels? 

Admiral Qutyn. I inquired into that; in detail. and TI was assured 
there was no element of duplication here, sir, that there is no other 
place in the United States that will do what is being done now and 
what will be done with this additional facility at Daingerfield 

Now I have one of the engineers who is quite familiar with the de- 
tails of this item. I should like at this time. if I may, to have 2 
minutes to have Mr. Reed explain what the difference 1s. 

The Crramman. Mr. Reed, come around, please, sir. 
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Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. This operation is what we consider our back- 
yard facility, where we are conducting primarily our Bumblebee 
guided-missile programs. Now we havea very special ; mere ation for 
both wind tunnel and for engine development, for ram-jet engines. 

Now Tullahoma is in the basic overall research. We work very 
closely with them in a liaison capacity at the technical levels. Tulla- 
homa is much larger. They are integrated for what we call the 
feasibility and research all the way through the developmental stage, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Tullahoma is the place down in Tennessee ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir; that is the Arnold Engineering Development 
Center. 

Mr. LanKrorp. That is NACA? 

Mr. Reep. No. NACA is the basie wind-tunnel program which 
the National Advisory Committee on Aeronautics carried out at their 
various installations. They are primarily interested in aircraft and 
research problems and have been unable to schedule us. 

This problem has been before the various Secretary of Defense 
committees who have authorized us to apply for these facilities at 
Daingertield. 

The CHarrman. How high does this stand on your list? This is a 
very important item ¢ 

Captain Aires. Well, sir, it is in the bottom quarter of our whole 
list, sir. 

The Cuarman. The bottom quarter? 

Captain Aes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me ask the gentleman a question 
there. 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You say you do use the Air Force facilities for certain 
phases of this at Tullahoma ? 

Mr Reep. No, sir. I say they have been unable to schedule us, and 
conversely we are doing a great deal of Air Force work at this installa- 
tion. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. Reep. For the Air Force. 

Mr. Rivers. And there is no duplication / 

My. Reep. No unnecessary duplication ; no, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And this thing is—did you say, Bumblebee? 

Mr. Reep. We do our Bumble Bee missile program there, the one 
which is well known as the Terrier program, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Without objection—— 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask if I may 

Mr. Rivers. Let me finish it. I have just one more. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to get in a question before we close the thing up. 

The CuarmMan. Go ahead, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Well—— 

Mr. Brooks. Excuse me. 

Mr. Rrvers. I finished. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. No; I don’t want to interfere. But this is generally— 
it is pretty close to my home, and I would like to know something 
about it there. What are you doing over there now / 
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Mr. Reep. At Daingerfield, sir, we are doing two separate items. 
We are doing the development design work on guided missiles, of 
the air defense type. We are doing the engine-development items for 
the ram-jet propulsion units. For instance, we can take the actual 
engine and put it into a test cell and subject it to all the different 
environmental conditions that it meets in actual flight. In the wind- 
tunnel section, which the first project covers, we test up to sections 
of the missiles as well as the models of the missile, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Are you doing that at the present time? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that on a contract with this Convair company ? 

Mr. Reep. Convair operates the facility for us; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. This means another contract with the same company / 

Mr. Reep. No, sir. This will be giving them additional tools. The 
present facilities are severely limited as to their ability to, duplicate 
environmental conditions. We must go up as these missiles become 
faster. 

Mr. Brooks. It increases their equipment for them to handle what 
they are doing now ¢ 

Mr. Reep. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Brooks. And any additional contract ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

The Crramman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just one more question, 
please, sir? 

In making this request did you take into consideration the request 
that was made by NACA in this year for additional wind-tunnel 
facilities, that are going up well above Mach 5? 

Mr. Reep. This was coordinated, sir, through the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense for Research and Engineering. 

Mr. Lankrorpv. But was it—I mean, that is not answering my ques- 
tion. Did you take into consideration the NACA program of wind 
tunnels / 

Mr. Reev. We knew informally they are growing, sir, but they are 
not interested in our work. They are interested in basic sedbdich work 
on aerodynamics. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Wind tunnels can be used for basic research as well 
as specific and applied research work. 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir; but they have a terrific scheduling program. 

Captain Airs. Mr. Lankford, I believe the Bureau of the Budget 
procedure assures clearance of that program. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. In other words, this program is coordinated with 
— ACA program ¢ 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir, the Bureau of the Budget procedure assures 
that. 

The Cuarrman. This item is approved, unless there are some ques- 
tions from members of the committee. 

Mr. Miniter. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Miturer. I just want to satisfy myself. The reason there is no 
duplication is because the NACA does work in the pure physics of this 
thing and after they bring it to a place where it appears practical then 
it is up to the Navy or the unit that is going to use it to do the actual 
development work ? 
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Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Minter. There is no conflict between the two ? 

Mr. Reep. We apply the knowledge which they generate. 

Mr. Miniter. You apply the knowledge that they have / 

Mr. Reep. That is correct. 

Mr. Minter. And there is no conflict or duplication in the work / 

Mr. Reep. No, sir. 

Mr. Mitcer. [tis part of the chain of development. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next item is at the Johns Hopkins Laboratory, Howard County, 
Md. “Research and development facilities, $1,452,000.” This is a 
enoeeeey building. 

Captain Airs. The fifth project in this class of facilities is a Burner 
Laboratory building to be constructed at the new Johns Hopkins Uni- 
versity Laboratory in Howard County, Md.; approximately 19 miles 
northeast of the District. 

The Cnatrman. Talk a little louder, Captain. 

Captain Artes. The mission of the Applied Physics Laboratory is to 
conduct research and development concerned with specified guided- 
missile components, including fuzes, warheads and guidance and pro- 
pulsion components, and to provide technical guidance and direction 
to certain contractors concerned with the guided-missile program. 

The requirement is to dismantle and move the existing ramjet re- 
search test facility at the Forest Grove Station of the Applie »d Physics 
Laboratory in Silver Spring and reassemble it at the new site. The 
present burner facility is located on leased land on which the lease 
expires June 30, 1959. This makes it necessary to complete the work 
under this project by December 1958 to allow time for restoration of 
the Silver Spring site. The proposed building will be constructed on 
land leased for a period of years. That is, the lease is to run for 25 
years. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions from any members of the committee / 

(No response. ) 

The CHatrman. The item is approved, without objection. 

Now, the next is “Naval Magazine, Port Chicago, Calif., main- 
tenance facilities and utilities, $723,000.” 

Let’s see now about Port Chicago. Now it is broken down into—go 
ahead, Captain. 

Captain Ares. This project at the Port Chicago Naval Magazine 
is for 4 line items. The first 2 make up a guided-missile support facil- 
ity. Checkout building for $290,000. And the utilities connected 
therewith, $197,000. 

Port Chicago is our main outloading point for ammunition on the 
west coast. It was established in 1942, It bore over 80 percent of the 
load of the Korean episode for all 3 services. 

This guided-missile support facility for the checkout building for 
cuided missiles, $290,000, is to serve the purpose of chec king the mis- 
siles after they are shipped into this depot and preparing them for 
outloading to ammunition ships, cruisers, and carriers, wherever they 
are to be used. 

The utilities and services are a part of the support of that building. 

The expansion of the electrical distribution system, including acqui- 
sition of easement, consists of switching station $64,000 and extension 
of power lines, $172,000. 
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To install a 2 thousand 23 hundred-kilowatt capacity switching sta- 
tion, relocation at the station switchyard toward the load center and 
install 5 oil breaker units, including branch metering equipment for 
5 circuits, a generator for emergency operation at the switchyard. 

The second item is to extend the primary powerline from the new 
substation, install power-factor correction capacitors, construct pole- 
top regulators and install capacitors at battery charging units, also the 
installation of pole-top disconnect switch at primary circuits. 

There is an item in here for easement for crossing the highway—one 
easement at no cost. 

The CuarrmMan. How high does this stand on your priority list ? 

Captain Aizes. This is in the top quarter of all of our projects, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I think it is very important, because it is a very 
important base. 

Captain Arxes. These projects have been held up at this base 
while—— 

The Cuarrman. Any questions? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray 

Mr. Bray. Isn’t that the installation where there was designated a 
special committee to investigate ? 

The Cuamman. Not this item. 

Mr. Bray. Port Chicago? 

The CHatrman. Here is the situation. Last year we had the pro- 
position to acquire some acreage of about—how many acres? 

Mr. Ketiener. About 5,000 acres. 

The Cuarrman. About 5,000 acres, which would involve the com- 
munity of Port Chicago. We sent a subcommittee out there. We 
had a provision put in the bill. An engineering firm did make the 
survey. We have it here. In addition thereto, Mr. Price and the 
other members of the committee were detailed to go out and make a 
report and they have made a report. That is in reference to acquir- 
ing some 3,000 or 4,000 acres of ground. 

Now that has no relation whatsoever to this. 

Mr. Bray. No. Mr. Chairman, I well realize that. But the ques- 
tion I was raising. That until this matter has been definitely deter- 
mined—I believe we had some evidence in the record a year or two 
ago that unless this was done, this station would, I will say, dry up. 
It couldn’t go on without that land. If I am correct in that, shouldn’t 
there be a final decision made? I am not aware of what is in that 
report. In fact, I am not against but am rather sympathetic with 
that. But until that is dec ided, wouldn't this be—if a contrary deci- 

sion were made, wouldn’t this be wasted authorization ? 

The Cuatrman. No. That isn’t involved. The only issue involved 
is not to move Port Chicago, but merely to purchase the area to lessen 
the hazardous conditions of the community. 

Port Chicago will remain, even though we don’t buy this particular 
acreage of land. 

Mr. Bray. My recollection was that unless we did clear that up, the 
matter would be removed. 

The Cuatrman. There is no proposition here to abandon Port Chi 
cago, is there, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Kettruer. No, sir. 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. No proposition to abandon it at all. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, this is evidence in the record that went 
in a year ago or 2 years ago, I don’t remember which, that we have to 
have the land. 

The Cuatrman. Well, we haven’t it today. We are just trying to 
reduce the hazardous condition. We had an explosion out there and 
some 320 people were killed during the war. 'To lessen it, the Navy 
feels they should acquire the community. 

Now, we haven’t reached a decision as to acquiring the community 
and the 5,000 acres of ground. But that has no relation to the main- 
tenance of Port Chicago. Port Chicago will remain just like it is 
even if we don’t acquire it. The people will run more risk, living 
like they are. And in trying to bring about a better condition in the 
community and not subject them to the hazards of explosion the Navy 
proposed to acquire it. The community doesn’t want to be acquired 
but stand just like they are. But we are not going to abandon Port 
Chicago. 

Mr. Wrison. Mr. Chairman, wasn’t the alternative that was con- 
sidered by the subcommittee to try to establish a new ammunition 
loading facility at another location ¢ 

Mr. Hess. Yes. 

Mr. Deverrux. That was the purpose of the engineering study. 

Mr. Ketiener. This study was directed, Mr. Chairman, to deter- 
mine whether it should stay there or be moved to another era. 

The study arrives at no specific conclusion with respect to that. The 
Navy sponsors a plan, called plan B modified, which would acquire 
4,000-plus acres. 

The Cuatrman. What did Mr. Price’s subcommittee recommend ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Unanimously recommended plan B modified, which 
is that the buffer zone, minus two chemical plants, be acquired. 

The Cuatrman. And all of that is still pending in the budget? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think we are clearly warranted to make this au- 
thorization for these facilities because the chances are it won’t be 
moved. The only thing is as to whether or not we are going to buy 
the land to protect the community. That is the only issue in it. 

Mr. Baldwin, will you come around, please, sir. You represent that 
district and we have been in constant touch with you. 

Have you any comments to make on this item ? 

Mr. Batpwin. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the two small 
items in the bill. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Batpwin. As I have mentioned to the committee before, the 
community is very strongly opposed to the proposed land acquisition. 

The Cuatrman. That is right, it has no relation to the other issue 
at all. 

Mr. Batpwin. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Not at all. 

Without objection, these items are approved. That is the proper 
thing to do. 

Mr. Devereux. What it amounts to, we have made the decision that 
we are not going to move it. 
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The Cuamrman. No, you haven’t passed on it. But the chances are 
you are going to make that decision, because the Department is against 
it and the Budget is against it and everybody else is against it. 

Mr. Devereux. I might agree with you- 

The Cramman. If it is the pleasure of ‘the committee to strike this 
out until final authorization, and if anyone wants to make a motion 
to that effect, we will strike it out. But I don’t think we are on sound 
ground to strike it out. I think the proper thing to do is to go ahead 
on the assumption that the Port Chicago is going to remain at Port 
Chicago. 

Mr. Witson. Couldn’t this committee take some final action on the 
recommendations of the subcommittee ¢ 

The CuHarrman. We will just as soon as the Budget makes a clear- 
ance. The Budget has not sent it up. And when the Budget sends 
it up, why we will pass on it immediately. They may send it up be- 
fore this—and then we will give those people in Port Chicago an 
opportunity to be heard. 

The sole issue will be whether we acquire the buffer zone. 

Mr. Witson. Does this expenditure actually protect lives in the 
meantime ¢ 

The Cuarmman. No; this has no relation to lives at all, not at all. 
This is a more economic way of running the outloading of ammuni- 
tion. 

Mr. Devereux. Your thought is we would need this anyhow ? 

The Crarrman. Certainly we do, we need this. I don’t think when 
you get all the facts the committee is going to move Port Chicago. I 
‘think probably the only issue involved is as to whether or not it is to 
the interest of the community to protect them, in buying it. 

The community is very much opposed to buying it and no decision 
as to whether we will buy the homes and businesses and all that thing 
out there. I think you are on sound ground. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. I want to call back—— 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, while you are on ordnance there, it is 
true it is Army ordnance, but I think you stated vou would bring up 
something about that Houston situation later on. 

Do you know when that will be brought up ? 

The CuatrmMan. We had Mr. Thomas the other day and he test! 
fied. If anyone wants to offer an amendment we will refer back to it. 
offer the amendment to move the Houston ammunition depot to any 
where that the majority of the committee wants to move it to. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to go on record as in favor of trying to give 
Houston some relief there, because Houston has grown so greatly 
there that they really have a hazardous situation. I think they are 
entitled to some sort of help. Just what it is, I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I think this, Mr. Brooks. We have the letter. 
We had a hearing. We invited Mr. Thomas and we pointed out to 
them that the Department said it would cost $33 million to move it. 
Then I suggested to Mr. Thomas in view of a new policy announced 
by Mr. Bryant that where valuable property of the Government was 
being utilized for military installations it might be wise to sell it 
and locate somewhere else. 

In view of that new policy, to open negotiations with Mr. Bryant 
and see something about that phase of it. 
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Mr. Brooks. Did we get an interpretation of how that new policy 
applies to Houston / 

‘The CratrmMan. Well, it was general policy. It wasn’t any specific 
policy. It might apply to any base in the country. It might apply 
to Atlanta or Shreveport or anywhere else where property Is so valu- 
able and we can move out and let the property go to commercial use. 

But if any member wants to offer an ame sndment to move it, why of 
course he has the privilege to do so. 

Mr. Bray. Mr Chairman, this is just a suggestion. Since several 
matters are involved in this, I don’t think the committee will be in posi- 
tion to make a final determination now, and maybe some subcommittee 
can go in and make a study of that for future report to the committee. 

The Caiman. Well, let Mr. Bryant explore that field first. Be 

cause you see, that is a very touchy subject . For instance, here is valu- 
able land here, right in Washington City, and all over America, that 
is being used by the Gover nment for military installations. That isa 
field in which it is going to require some very fine thinking because you 
have tremendous cz -apital investments and the land probably wouldn't 
bring as much to reestablish it at some other place where the land is 
a little bit cheaper. 

I was somewhat surprised when the Department embarked on that 
kind of inquiry. But nevertheless I talked to Mr. Thomas about his 
situation. I want to cooperate in any way I can. 

Mr. Brooks. What worried me was not so much—— 

The Cuarrman. I can’t go on record and recommend an expenditure 
of $33 million to locate a plant somewhere else with the Department 
opposed to it. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, what worried me was not so much the 
cost, but that situation down there is, they tell me, from what they tell 
me it is very acute, and if we show up with another explosion like that 
Texas City explosion 

The Cuairman. The same thing happened at Port Chicago. The 
same thing happens all over America. We want to lessen it as much 
as possible. It happens down in Alabama and Georgia. We have one 
in Georgia. 

Now members of the committee, I am a little hesitant to call up at 
this time in view of the fact that Mr. Cole and Mr. Durham are not 
here—this is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The CuarrMan. I think before we finish the bill we should go back 
and consider and explore that matter a little bit more thoroughly than 
we did when we did it. 

In view of the fact that Mr. Cole and Mr. Durham are interested in 
it—we are all interested in expanding Bancroft Hall but they have to 
do it by steps. They first have to build the foundation. They have 
to get the piers. They have to fill in this land. That is what this item 
is for. At that time we wrote 15 million in here and I think it is prob- 
ably too much to be writing in at one time. 

Now that comes down to communication facilities, “Naval communi- 
cations facility, Norfolk, Va., operational facilities, $448,000.” 

Mr. Bray. What page is that # 

Mr. Keviener. 97. 

Captain Artes. This is on page 97, book 2, sir. 
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Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, are we coming back to these classi- 
fied things later ? 

Captain Arzes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. We haven’t gotten to anything classified. 

Captain Artes. We have a separate session on classified. 

The Cuatrrman. What page in the book is it ? 

Mr. Keviener. 97. 

Captain Airs. 97. 

The Cratrman. 97. 

Captain Artes. We have Captain Fitz-Patrick here from the Office 
of Naval Communications, He has a brief statement. May we insert 
that in the record and go ahead with the projects, sir ? 

The Cnarrman. All right, Captain. 

(The statement follows :) 


1. The naval communication military construction program for fiscal year 
1958 requires authorization in the amount of $24,244,000 for 12 projects of 
which 5 are in the continental United States, 1 is in Hawaii, 1 is in Guam, 1 is 
in Alaska, and 4 are in foreign countries. 

2. These projects are the most urgent communication projects which support 
the program objectives of the Department of the Navy, and are of such necessity 
to the required improvement of the naval communication system as to require 
action in the fiscal year 1958 military construction program. All projects have 
been developed in consonance with military construction criteria, are phased to 
equipment delivery dates and timing of operational requirements, and are 
designed to meet approved program objectives as follows: 

(a) A total of three projects, at Norfolk, San Diego, and Stockton, Calif., 
are designed to meet program objectives for: Modernization and augmen- 
tation of the naval communication system, automatic message relay, and 
enhancement of security of communications. 

(b) A project in northeastern Maine is designed to provide extended 
communications coverage in the North Atlantic and in particular, to provide 
reliable communications to submarines. 

(c) Two projects involving new techniques are needed, one at Newport 
and one at Argentia, Newfoundland, to provide reliable communications 
between those points. 

(d) One project at Wahiawa, T. H. is designed to meet program 
objectives for modernization and improvement of the naval communication 
system, and to enhance security of communications. 

(e) Three projects overseas are in support of National Security Agency 
requirements. 

(f) One project, at Guam, provides a bachelor officer quarters and mess. 

(g) One project, at Adak, Alaska, provides an enlisted men’s barracks. 

The Cuatrman. Naval communication station, Norfolk, operation 
facilities, 443. Now, what do you classify as communication center? 

Captain Artes. Sir. mainly radio receiving and sending. 

The Cuarmman. Allright, tell us about this. 

Captain Ares. The first project is at naval communication sta- 
tion, Norfolk, Va., for alterations to communication center estimated 
to cost $443,000. 

The Navy is taking advantage of the tremendous technical advances 
in communications equipment which offer increased speed and reli- 
ability with an attendant reduction in manpower. 

The improvement and modernization of the communication system 
by installation of automatic switching equipment requires certain 
alteration and enlargement of the center. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, this item is approved. 

Now, the next is naval communication station at Newport, R. I., 
$1.397,000. 
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Captain Atves. Yes, sir. 

The next project is for the communications station, Newport, R. I., 
in which we are asking for communications facilities costing $1,175,000 
and communication controlling facilities at $222,000. These items 
provide for the construction of antennas, a radio operations building 
and a control link. These facilities are required to institute a newly 
developed, highly reliable system of communication with naval 
station, Argentia. The system will employ the new technique of 
“forward scatter” and is predicted to be 99.9 percent reliable. 

The Cuairman. How high does this stand on your list? 

Captain Arms, This is in the top quarter of our list, sir. 

The Carman. Will it contribute to the more efficient operation of 
the fleet 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. This is for the Navy’s part of a world-wide 
system, that you probably heard mentioned as “Forward Scatter Sys- 
tem,” sir. 

The CHairmMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

I wonder if we can find what is wrong with the present extensive 
communications system they have now. What is the need for the 
new communications system ? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. Sir, the present system sometimes suffers 
blackouts for up to 5 hours. This new technique that Captain Ailes 
mentioned, the “Forward Scatter” technique, doesn’t have any such 
blackout periods, sir. It is reliable up to 99.9 percent. 

Mr. Barrs. What causes the blackout, Captain / 

Captain Frrz-Parrickx. This apparently is caused by the sunspot 
cycles, they tell us, sir, and also the part of the world that we are com- 
municating with; by that I mean the northern latitudes. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions / 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, yes, I would like to ask him one. 

Commercial communications does not have that blackout, do they ? 

Captain Frrz-Parrickx. Mr. Bray, commercial communications in 
the same area do have the same blackout period; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. You mean their timing at approximately the same loca- 
tion as far as north and south are concerned—you mean there are 5 
hours of blackout in commercial communications with England ¢ 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. In the use of radio telephone, sir, that is 
true. 

As you may remember, recently there has been laid across the At- 
lantic a telephone cable, commercial cable, and of course a cable 
wouldn’t have such blackout periods. 

Mr. Bray. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is “San Diego, operational facilities, $100,000.” 

Captain Attes. The third project in the communications-facilities 
class is for alteration to the communications center at the naval com- 
munications station, at San Diego, Calif. 

This item is estimated to cost $100,000 and is required to accommo- 
date the modern equipment which must be installed at the center. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, it will enable the commanding of- 
ficer to keep in touch with everything that is down at San Diego, for 
any naval activities down there. This is the most modern way for the 
commanding officer to know what is going on. 
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Mr. Wirson. Without objection. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, this item is approved. 

_ The next is “Naval communication center, Stockton, Calif., opera- 
tional facilities and land acquisition, $460,000.” 

Captain Artes. The next project at Stockton, Calif., we are re- 
questing communications contro] link facilities including land ac- 
quisition for $460,000. ' 

This item is incident to the relocation of the communication center 
to Stockton, Calif., and is required to provide vital repeater stations to 
complete the communications-control link. The link system will 
afford means for reliable integration of the dispersed components of 
the Naval Communication Station, San Francisco, which is the prin- 
cipal station supporting communications to the west coast, Alaska, and 
the Pacific Ocean area. 

The Cuarrman. When was this station established ? 

Captain Aitrs. This isa new installation. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, that is right. 

Captain Aires. Which was established within the last—— 

The Cuarrman. It hasn’t been established yet ? 

Captain Aixgs. It is just in the process of being established. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, that is right. It hasn’t been authorized up to 
date. ‘This is the first time we have had a naval communications 
center 

Captain Atxes. No, last year we had the first item, sir. 

The Cuairman. What did we do last year? 


Fiscal year 1957, Public Law 968, 84th Congress, authorized : 





Relocation of communication center_____.______________________-_- $1, 193, 000 
Ta ns tame oerptionen sunnier 429, 000 
ot csp 407, 000 

Pe enero eke, LORE he 8 oe de ee 2, 029, 000 


Mr. Ketiener. We authorized the building of the communications 
center building and barracks. 

The Cuarrman. Now, is this a center? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrmMan. Headquarters? 

Captain Arxs. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is the radio station, Washington County, Maine, 
operational facilities, and utilities, $13,982,000. ak mw 

Captain Ares. This is the last project in the communications facili- 
ties class. It includes three items for $13,982,000, at the Naval Radio 
Station, Washington County, Maine. 

The first item is a very low frequency transmitter building with 
copper shielding helix room for $1,865,000. , 

The building is required to house transmitting equipment provided 
for in the first increment of this item in the fiscal year 1956 program. 

The second increment in the fiscal year 1957 program provided for 
the land acquisition, utilities, and site improvements. 

The second item is for the very low frequency antenna facilities for 
$9,700,000. 

This item will be phased over a 2-year period and will provide 18 
of the necessary 26 towers with necessary anchors and foundations, 
together with 2 helix houses. 
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This facility must be placed in operation by the end of fiscal year 
1960 to meet urgent operational requirements. With a 2-year con- 
struction lead time, the item must be authorized and appropriated in 
fiscal years 1958 and 1959. The last item of this project is electrical 
power facilities for $2,417,000. Included is a $20,000-square-foot gen- 
erator building, generator equipment, and associated substations, 
switchgear, and distribution lines. 

The isolation of the station and the unique surge load imposed by 
simultaneously keyed high-power transmitters make it economically 
unpractical to obtain power with suitable characteristics by expansion 
and extension of existing commercial factilities. This item must pro- 
ceed concurrently with the construction of the radio-transmitting 
facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Now, in view of what you said, why should we au- 
thorize the total amount at one bite? Now, it is going to take you 3 
or 4 years. Why wouldn’t it be sound if we only authorized one-half 
of itat this go-round? It is not going to hurt you at all. 

Captain Ares. Well 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Ares. This isn’t a token amount. There is a further re- 
quirement of $17,800,000. It is phased over a period of years. 

The Cuatrman. | know it is going to take a long period of time, 
and you are not going to ask for the $13,982,000 this year, because you 
just said you are going to break it down. 

Captain Artes. We have already broken it down as far as we can 
and still get it in operation in 1960, 

The CHatrman. All right. You can’t spend the $13,982,000 this 
year because you don’t intend to spend it 7 this year. 

Captain Ares. We can spend it this yea 

The Cuarrman. Yes, I know, but I Yon’t think we are warranted 
in appropriating all of it at one time. 

Captain Artes. This transmitter building and the power facilities 
are number 1 and number 2 on our entire list, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, let’s see, now, when did we establish this? 

Captain Artes. It isn’t established yet, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Captain jo It is to be completed in 1960, sir. We started 
out——— 

The Cuarrman. All right, we haven’t established it yet, have we? 

Captain Artes. We started out in 1956 

The CuarrMan. Wait 1 minute. When did we authorize to estab- 
lish it? 

Captain Arnes. 1956. 

The CuarrmMan. How much of the $13 million worth—— 

Captain Artes. Four million, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much of that 4 million did you spend? 

Captain Artes. All of it is gone. 

The CHarrmMan. What did you spend it for? What was the au- 
thorization ? 

Captain Aites. This was for the purchase of the transmitter, sir, 
which is a very unusual 

The Cuarrman. The purchase of the transmitter. 

Captain Artes. Buying the transmitter itself. 
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The Cuatrman. It looks like to me, though, Captain, you could get 
along pretty well if you only spent about half of it in 1958. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, what priority did he say this project 
was? 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, this is an important item. 

Captain Ames. This is the No. 1 item. 

The Cuatrman. I know it is an important item, but you can’t do 
it all in 1 year. What is the use of making all of the authorization 
at one time ? 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman, what priority does it have this year? 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, how much has been funded ? 

The CHarmman. Captain, let’s get right down to brass tacks. Of 
this $13 million, how much are you going to ask to be funded out of 
your $38 5million? Give us the facts on it. 

Captain Aires. About $4.2 million of it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. That isit exactly. 

Mr. Brooxs. Why not-—— 

The CHarrman. There is no need in the world of authorizing—we 
could be generous with you and authorize one-half. But you are only 
going to ‘ask for $4 million. W hy should we have to go before the 
House with $13 million? Suppose somebody asks me a question: 
“How much of this item is going to be funded immediately ?” 

Well, I will say, “The Navy Department says $4 million.” 

They will say, “Why do you give the $13 million ?” 

Captain Ares. We may, before we finish, have the remainder up in 
the top part. 

The Cuatrman. I think the committee would be wise if we limited 
you to one-half. That will give you plenty of leeway. 

Without objection, we will reduce this item one-half. 

Now, the next item is “Office of Naval Research Facilities, Naval 
Research Laboratory, District of Columbia, research and development 
facilities, $180,000.” 

Captain Artes. We have Captain Horn here, the Director of the 
Research Laboratory, sir. He has a brief statement. May we insert 
that in the record, sir? 

The Cuatrman. All right, Captain, it will be a pleasure to have 
your statement. 

(The statement follows :) 

The program of military construction sponsored by the Office of Naval Re- 
search for fiscal year 1958 consists of 2 urgently required projects at a total 
estimated cost of $9,180,000. 

The project of first priority is for design and first increment of construction 
of a classified facility to be used in important research and other classified 
work. 

Funds in the amount of $1,300,000 were appropriated in fiscal year 1957 for 
architectural and engineering studies and partial instrumentation. 

Authorization and appropriation of $9 million is being requested in fiscal year 
1958. This will be sufficient for model tests, engineering investigations, complete 
design, first increment of construction and land acquisition. 

The second project is for the addition of a fourth floor on the Nuclear Research 
Building at the Naval Research Laboratory, at an estimated cost of $180,000, 
to provide required space for the nuclear research program at the laboratory. 

Captain Artes. There is only one project— 

The Cratrman. Now, where is this located in Washington City? 

Captain Ares. This is out in Bellevue, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 
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Mr. Rivers. Where is that in the big book ? 

The Cuarrman. It is on page 110. 

Captain Aigs. It is on page 110, sir. 

The Cuarrman,. Allright, go ahead , Captain. 

Captain Atres. This project at the Research Laboratory is to pro- 
vide an addition of the fourth floor in the Nuclear Research Building 
in the amount of $180,000. Additional space is urgently required to 
provide for nuclear physics research in support of development of 
nuclear- ‘powered ships and aircraft and nuclear weapons. 

The CuatrmMan. This is located where ? 

Captain Horn. It is located in the District of Columbia, sir, just 
south of Bolling Field. It has been there for 33 years 

The Cuarrman. We have spent sixteen million eight-hundred- 
thousand-some-odd dollars ? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMAn. Without objection, the item is approved, 

‘The next one is “ Yards and dock facilities.” 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir, “Yards and Docks.” 

— CuatrMan. “Naval Ship Yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., utilities, 

$332,000.” 
Captain Armrs. Admiral Meade is here with a statement, May we 
put that in the record ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

(The statement follows :) 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. R. H. MEADE, CHIEF, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS 


XI. BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS PROGRAM 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, there are 7 items in this program which will re- 
quire new authorization in the amount of $5,821,000, including 6 items at 
activities under the management control of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 
The seventh item, at Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, is part of a continuing program 
of navywide pollution abatement under Bureau of Yards and Docks sponsorship. 

Two of the proposed items will result in sizable savings. Construction of the 
electronic data processing building at Port Hueneme will result in an immediate 
saving in maintenance and operation costs of approximately $7,500 annually 
and after 2 years of operation is expected to save an additional $171,000 an- 
nually in operating costs. 

The proposed construction of the dry provision and cold-storage building 
at Port Hueneme will result in a saving of $34,000 per year from lower main- 
tenance, operating and trucking costs. 

As you know, facilities at the construction battalion centers of necessity 
were hastily constructed during World War II and are of temporary or semiper- 
manent types of construction, are overage and in many cases wholly inadequate. 

Three new public works centers have been established within the past 3 
years: 

One at Pearl Harbor on July 1, 1954; 

One at Subie Bay on July 1, 1955; and 

One at Guantanamo Bay on August 1, 1956. 

The utility systems operated by the public works centers must be adequate to 
furnish required services and proper shop facilities must be provided to enable 
the centers to perform their maintenance and operating functions for the other 
activities. Accordingly, three such items are being requested. 

One of these items is due to the rapid growth since World War II of the Naval 
Base, Norfolk, served by the public works center, Norfolk, which has greatly 
overloaded the electrical power system. Therefore an item is included to cor- 
rect the current inadequacies of the present system. Similarly, water supply 
deficiencies must also be corrected at Guantanamo Bay 
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The Navy is continuing to cooperate with local municipalities in eliminating 
the contamination of adjacent waters by proposing the improvement of the 
sanitary sewerage system at Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn. 

The specific objectives of class XI program are: 

A. Provision of required facilities at naval construction battalion center. 

Location: Construction battalion center, Port Hueneme, Calif. 

Electronic data processing building, authorization requested fiscal 1958, 
$531,000. 

Dry provisions and cold-storage building, authorization requested fiscal 1957, 
$228,000. 

B. Provision of required support facilities at public works centers. 

Location: Public Works Center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

Additional water supply facilities, authorization requested fiscal year 1958, 
$1,093,000. 

Location: Public Works Center, Norfolk, Va. 

Powerplant cooling tower, authorization requested fiscal 1958, $120,000. 

Improvements to electrical power system (second incremental), authorization 
requested fiscal 1958, $3,124,000. 

Location: Public works center, Subie Bay, Philippines. 

Utilities maintenance shop, authorization requested fiscal 1958, $393,000. 

C. Improvements and additions to sanitary sewerage systems of naval estab- 
lishments to eliminate pollution of adjacent waters. 

Location: Pollution abatement program, various locations. 

Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, N. Y., authorization requested fiscal 1958, 
$332,000. 

In addition to the above requests for new authorization, the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks will utilize existing authorization as follows: 

(A) For advance planning as authorized under Public Law 155, 82d Congress, 
as amended by Public Law 161, 84th Congress. 

(B) For the replacement of damaged facilities as authorized under Public 
Law 968, 84th Congress. 

(C) For special minor facilities as authorized under Public Law 968, 84th 
Congress. 

(D) For the replacement of temporary family quarters overseas, as author- 
ized by Public Law 534, 82d Congress. 

Captain Ares. There are three projects in this class, and the first 
is at the Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, N. Y., for pollution abatement in 
the amount of $332,000. 

This item for pollution abatement will provide a means of dispos- 
ing of the shipyard’s sewage which formerly emptied into a large 
c ity of New York sewer crossing the shipyard. That sewer has been 
abandoned by the city and the shipy: ard’s sewage will not flow unless 
the sewer is modified. 

The CuHarrman. How high does that stand ? 

Captain Aires. Sir? 

The Cuarman. How high in your priority are you going to try to 
clean up—— 

Captain Atres. This is in about the bottom 10 percent, si 

The Cuarman. What? 

Captain Artes. This isin about the bottom 10 percent. 

The Cuarrman. Why couldn’t we leave it out. What is the use of 
having it there this year? You know well enough it has been running 
that way from time immemorial. 

C “ia Artes. May I ask Admiral Meade to speak to that ? 

The Cuarrmman. Admiral, why couldn’t we let that go over until 
next year? You see—— 

(Off the record.) 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. So the wise thing is, it looks like to me, to do on 
items that are right down at the foot, like this, is to let it go by. It 
won’t hurt you. 
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Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me say something. 

While I don’t know the merits of this particular thing, it has always 
been historical that the staff corps gets the small end of the bargain 
all the time. 

Now, I would like to say this for the staff corps. They always get 
down to the low priority. Here is the Yards and Docks that is charged 
with the responsibility of constructing everything in the world for 
the Navy. 1 think we ought to listen with impartiality—IL don’t care 
what C apte uin Ailes’ percentage shows—to Admiral Meade. Because 
this Yards and Docks is a big outfit and I think we ought to listen 
to these things. Because it has been historical that the line gets 
the lion’s share and the staff gets the small end. 

The Cuairman. | don’t see where that has any application, because 
the line and the staff are both dealt with. The Bureau of Yards and 
Docks is merely the builder for the whole Navy. Lf we don’t au- 
thorize it either for the line or for the staff, why, they can’t do the 
building. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s listen to what they have to say. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, let’s see what you are going to say. 

Captain Artes. Captain Etter is going to speak to it. 

- he CHairMAN. Yes, sir. 

Captain Errer. Mr. Chairman, as of last September, the city di- 
verted its flow of sewage. We depended entirely on the large volume 
of city flow to keep these shipyard sewers purged. Now that we do 
not have that flow, the yard flow itself will not keep them clean. We 
are now having to do so by tire hoses and station torces, at a cost of 
about $10,000 a year. We expect this summer, whenever the heat 
develops, to develop septic conditions which may become hazardous. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, of course, I can understand that it might be 
detrimental to health not to have proper sewage facilities, but you 
have been getting along pretty well in the past. 

Mr. Devereux. The situation has changed, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Errer. It has just developed. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is at Norfolk, utilities, $3,204,000, 

Is Mr. Hardy here ¢ 

Captain Aes. This project is at the public-works center, Norfolk, 
Va—— 

The CHairMan. Wait, now. Let me find it. 

Captain Artes. Page 115, sir. 

The CHairman. Let me get it, now. All right, go ahead now. 

Captain Artes. This is for a powerplant cooling tower for one hun- 
dred—the cooling water used in the condensers for the central power- 

plant is itself cooled in a spray pond. Often this spray is blown by 
ville causing a fog or even forming ice across heavi ly traveled city 
streets, which results in frequent accidents. A cooling tower to replace 
the spray pond will eliminate the hazard. 

The Cuarman. Now, tell us about the improvement of electronics 
power system in two increments. Why ecan’c we do away with the 
second one for the time being ¢ 

Captain Aines. This is the second increment, here, sir. 

ae CHatmrMaAn,. I see. 

apt ain Airs. In 1956 we had the first increment of $2,510 000 
That was 97 percent complete. 
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The Cuatrman. How high does this stand ? 

Captain Ares. This project is well into the funding list. It is about 
the middle of our funding list, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right; without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is port—— 

Captain Ares. Port Hueneme. The last project is forthe Con- 
struction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme, Calif., where we are re- 
questing two items. 

The first of these is an electronic data-processing building costing 
$531,000. 

Increasing emphasis on rapid accounting and recordkeeping has 
outmoded conventional business machines and has necessitated their 
replacement with electronic data-processing equipment. 

This building is required to house the machines at Port Hueneme 
where the Bureau of Yards and Docks’ account and recordkeeping 
are performed. 

The second item is for a dry provisions and cold-storage building 
at $228,000. 

This item is for replacement of small, prefabricated, World War IT, 
advance-base-type, refrigeration boxes and replacement of quonset- 
type, prefabricated, storage buildings. These structures are all deteri- 
orating rapidly despite a large maintenance effort and are extremely 
costly to maintain and operate from both monetary and manpower 
bases. 

The CHatrMan. Now this item doesn’t stand 
me. Are you finished / 

Captain Attrs. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. This item doesn’t stand among the first half, 
does it? 

Captain Atres. The first item, the electronic data-processing build- 
ing, is in the upper third of our list. The second item is just about 
the middle, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask Captain Ailes a question? On your east 
coast, where is your main Yards and Docks port of embarkation ? 

Captain Aingrs. Davisville, R. I., sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Where is your one on the west coast ? 

Captain Aires. At Port Hueneme, Calif. 

Mr. Rivers. So, you have one on the east coast and this is one for 
the west coast. 

Captain Arzes. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, outside the United States. “Shipyard facilities, Pearl 
Harbor.” 

Mr. Bray. What page is that in the book ? 

The CHarrMan. This is page 1 of book 3. 

Mr. Keiiener. A new book now. 

The CHarrman. Admiral—off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Captain Artes. There are quite a few of them, sir. 

The CuHatrrMan. Pearl Harbor, now. $6,076,000. 

Captain Armes. The first item is for reconstruction of berths—— 

The CuarrMan. Reconstruction of berthing, $4,779,000. 


} } 
o ahead. Pardon 
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Captain Artes. Yes, sir. This is at Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard. 
This is the pr incipal repair pier which was damaged on December 7, 
1941, with subsequent deterioration over the years. The existing 
berths are conveniently located within the industrial area of the ship- 
yard, but they lack suitable water depth, essential crane service and 
utilities to effect modern, heavy ship repair. 

Itis proposed to replace 1,010 feet of low load capacity berthage with 
a new 750 pounds per square foot reinforced concrete dock and 1,052 
feet of dock outboard of the present berthage ; extend the crane service 
and dredge to 45 feet water depth. 

The second item is for extension of crane trac kage at drydock No. 4 
at a cost of $1,297,000. This will provide crane service for the new 
angled-deck carriers. 

Drydock No, 4 is the only United States drydock in the Pacific 
Ocean area large enough to accommodate the CVA-59 (Yorrestal) 
class aircraft carriers for normal repair and overhaul. The tracks 
will be positioned a suflicient distance from the edge of the drydock to 
clear the angled deck and to allow 50-ton portal crane service the full 
length of the carrier; 8,445 square yards of paved work area will also 
be provided. 

The Cuairman. I see our Delegate from Hawaii. Mr. Burns, any 
questions you want to ask on this item ? 

Mr. Burns. Yes, sir. 

You have had no permanent improvement since December 7 in this 
Danas area ¢ 

Captain Artes. No, sir. 

Mr. Burns. I notice you say you can’t bring in heavy ships. 

Captain Artes. Not at this pier, sir. 

ae Burns. You need it / 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ¢ 

The CuairmMan. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. There was a Marine airbase, I believe, located im- 
mediately across the bay. Is it still there? 

C aptain Airs. That is the old naval air station, Ford Island. The 
Marine Corps air station is on the east side of the island at Kaneohe 
Bay. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Captain Artes. The Ford Island station is inactive, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. It is inactive. 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. What are you doing with that property ¢ 

Captain Ares. Well, those buildings over there are largely used 
for storage, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. Do I understand this facility is for the Porrestal-type 
carriers 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir; it can be used for that when we get these 
corrections made. At the present condition of the pier, it wouldn’t be 
able to serve a Forrestal carrier very well because of the limitations 
on- 
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Mr. Witson. No. I mean you're planning is to provide facilities 

cae Forrestal carriers when they are operational on the west coast. 
Capt: un Airs. The largest ships; yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is “Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands, 
$3.287.000." ie 

Captain Attes. The next project is for naval base, Subic Bay, Luzon, 
Philippine Islands, for a station hospital and supporting facilities 
and road development at a total cost of $3,287,000, ‘This is the third 
increment of station hospital and supporting facilities. The first 
increment providing dispensary service was authorized under Public 
Law 254, 82d Congress: the second increment increasing this to 
infirmary service was authorized in Public Law 217, 84th Congress. 
It is now proposed to provide hospital service with supporting facili 
ties consisting of 10 items. 

The first item is for the station hospital at a cost of $761,000. This 
will provide a 42-bed extension, including a 16-bed dependents’ wing 
and 26-bed general ward. This item will bring the total bed capacity 
to 100 to service 15,433 persons, including dependents and fleet support. 
The items also provide for operating and laboratory equipment, out 
patient clinic, officers’ mess, and Navy exchange branch, in addition 
to the wards. 

The Cuatrman. Go right ahead. 

Captain Ates. Yes, sir. 

The second item is for a maintenance buil ling, including shop equip 
ment, at a cost of $67,000. This will provide maintenance service for 
87,128 square feet of building area and 4 acres of ground area with a 
total plant value of approximately $4,700,000, 

The third item is for a barracks building for corpsmen at $192,000. 
This will provide berthing for 70 men, or 68 percent of the enlisted 
personnel required to staff a 100-bed naval hospital, The remainder 
will be accommodated in family-housing units. 

The fourth item 1s for nurses’ quarters at a cost of $249,000. This 
will provide a Sti and: ind 20-man BOQ. z story, with the capacity in- 
creased to 24 by the addition of 2 rooms on each floor. This will 
accommodate 24 nurses required to staff the 100-bed hospital. 

The fifth item is for a 500- squi are-foot N: avv exc ‘hange branch at a 
cost. of $30,000. This exchange will service the patients, corpsmen, 
and nurses at the hospital, since the main and only existing exchange 
is 7 miles away and the nearest proposed branch will be 3 miles distant. 
The sixth item is for utilities to serve the proposed hospital facilities 
at a cost of $76,000. This is the third and final increment of utility 
services for the » hospital facilities. 

The seven ie item is for addition to the powerplant at a cost of 
$145,000. This will provi ide one 40-horse power boiler and one 300- 
kilowatt it K generator set with associated accessories to provide 
normal heating and power load for the expanded hospital facilities, 
plus the required reserve for normal outages for maintenance and 
upkeep. 

The eighth item is for an incinerator building at a cost of $51,000. 
This will provide a disposal facility of 1.5-ton capacity for contam- 
inated waste and refuse from the hospital. 

The ninth item is for roads, walks, and parking for the hospital 
area at a cost of $76,000. This item includes 5,500 square vards of 
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asphaltic concrete roads and drainage, 642 square yards of concrete 
sidewalks, and 125 linear feet of covered walks for adequate access to 
the various components of the hospital which is being constructed in 
an undeveloped area. 

The 10th and final hospital item is for an addition to the air-condi- 
tioning plant equipment at a cost of $101,000. This will provide 
equipment for 125-ton air conditioning, bringing the total capacity to 

250 tons required for proper care and ‘health of patients in a tropical 
area hospital. 

The final item for naval base, Subic Bay, is for the first increment 
of road development at a cost of $1,537,000. This item will pro- 
vide for realinement, widening, and repaving the main highway from 
Subic Creek Point to Kalaklan Road, a new bay highway from Kala- 
klan Road to Cubi Point Road near the tank farm, and 3 reinforced 
concrete bridges spanning 3 rivers. 

These sections of highway are urgently required to facilitate safe 
and efficient transportation and to provide adequate means of liaison 
between activities in the Subic Bay area. That portion of the existing 
highway between Subic Creek Point and Fleet Recreation Center is 
in hazardous condition, accounting for about 25 accidents annually, 
which have included 4 fatalities and 40 serious injuries over an 8-year 
period, 

The Cuarrman. Now, this is the main base in the Philippines. 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir. 

‘The CuairMan. For this Government. 

When did we acquire it or when did we start off developing it / 

Captain Aires. We first established the base here in 1901, s! 

The CuarrMan,. Well, I’m talking about after the war. 

Captain Artes. After the war, we started in 1945. 

The CuatrmMan. How much have we spent up to date on it ¢ 

Commander McCartrny. The total to date is $166 million, for all 
activities at the base. 

The CHarrMan. What about the ownership of the land? I see the 
book says 97,503 acres. Is that what we own there ? 

Mr. Devereux. That is leased. 

Commander McCarruy. It is under lease from the Philippine Gov- 
ernment, sir; under a 99-year lease. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Commander McCarruy. It is under a 99-year lease from the Philip- 
pine Government, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now that has been recently changed; hasn’t it / 

Commander McCarrny. It is in the process of renegotiation right 
now, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. Now the title to the land is to be 
transferred back from this Government to the Philippine Government, 
isn’t that correct, if we own any land there? Because here is a state- 
ment that says— 
the documentary United States agreement to transfer and turn over to the 
Philippines an unqualified title to the ownership of all land area used either in 
the past or the present as military bases by the United States in the Philippines. 

Now isn’t that the situation? We don’t own any land in the Philip- 
pines as a fee; do we? 

Commander McCartruy. We do not, sir. 
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The Cuarman. That is correct. We will go there on a lease basis. 

Commander McCartuy. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And we have a 99-year lease for this 99,300 acres; 
is that correct ? 

Commander McCarruy. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Devereux. What is the change in that situation, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Well, here are some letters and documents. Read 
this first part here, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Brooks. What is the date of that lease? Is it 19014 

Commander McCarruy. 1946, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Oh, yes. After World War II. 

Commander McCarruy. Yes, sir. You see—before they established 
the sovereignty of the Philippines. 

The Cuarman. This Government will not have any title to any 
land in the Philippines. We lease them. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr, Chairman, I believe this article is a better sum- 
mary than the one we have been looking at. 

This is an editorial from the Star which is correct in all of its essen- 
tial elements. 


The suspension of negotiations between the United States and the Philippines 
on the military bases in the islands does not mean that agreement is impossible 
or that American-Philippine friendship has been impaired. It does mean, how- 
ever, that some difficult problems have arisen and that a larger sense of accom 
modation will be necessary to overcome them. 

When Vice President Nixon and President Magsaysay of the Philippines issued 
their joint statement last July on the return of the United States held land in 
the islands, it appeared that agreement between the two Governments was 
almost complete. All American claims to Philippine land (except the embassy 
and consulate sites) have indeed been surrendered. But the Philippine negotia- 
tors have repeatedly introduced new issues on which the American panel has 
had no instructions. Recently the discussions went so far afield that Karl R. 
Bendetsen, who heads the American panel, concluded that it would be neces- 
sary to review the whole problem with the State Department. 

Some weeks ago the chief obstacle was the Philippine demand for jurisdiction 
over criminal offenses committed on the American bases. At present the United 
States handles cases arising on the bases, and the Philippines prosecute offenses 
by American military personnel off the bases unless committed in the line of duty. 
The Philippines wanted to modify this system by grafting onto it certain ad- 
vantages granted host countries under the status of forces agreements among 
the NATO powers, without relinquishing any advantages of the present arrange- 
ment. As we understand it, the United States will accept either the NATO or 
the Philippine formula but not a combination of both that would give the 
Philippines greater rights than any other country has over American military 
personnel. 

More recently the Filipinos have come up with ideas not previously mentioned : 
(1) that the Philippines should assume control of the bases in wartime and (2) 
that use of the bases by the United States should be linked with the continued 
flow of military aid. These talking points appear to have been injected by 
Filipino legislators who seem to be more interested in making political hay than 
in negotiating a sound agreement for joint American-Philippine defense. The 
politicians need to be reminded that these bases are even more essential to the 
defense of the islands than to the security of the United States. It should not 
be necessary to wait until after the Philippine election next November to con- 
clude an agreement that will stand the test of time. 


The Cuarrman. I think—— 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, under these circumstances I wonder 
whether we are wise to go ahead and expend any more money. 

The Cnatrman. Of course we are. 
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Mr. Devereux. If we are to give up our base rights and the sov- 
ereignty of our people on the bases and the jurisdiction of our people— 
if that is in the wind I think we should go on record as to whether 
we should reevaluate this entire situation. 

The Cuarrman. At the same time we are confronted with that same 
problem at some other places, too. 

We would not be warranted in not having an adequate base in the 
Philippines. 

The defense of the country requires it. We will have to have some 
kind of lease. We have a 99-year lease. 

And with reference to trial of offenses, we at least hope it can be 
worked out satisfactorily. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, aren’t there two questions involved 
from what Mr. Kelleher read: One, whether we should hold fee to 
land in the Philippines and the other as to the status of our forces that 
may be there? What we would have here today would only involve 
the tenure of real estate, I would think. I can understand how the 
Government of the Philippines or lots of other countries might be in 
a very bad way if it didn’t insist on maintaining fee even though it 
grants a 99-year lease. For longevity of government it might be most 
important that they not surrender the fee. 

The Cuatrman. We can’t afford—notwithstanding all that, we 
couldn’t afford to hesitate to continue to develop this naval base. It 
is too important in the defense of the country. And notwithstanding 
the fact that we are not going to hold the land, we are warranted in 
going ahead and doing it. 

Mr. Kinpay. This is good business practice. 

Mr. Deverrvux. Mr. Chairman, may I be heard again on that? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. I think this question of surrendering jurisdiction to 
our military personnel on a military reservation, wherever it may be, 
is a question that we ask the Armed Services Committee should con- 
sider. 

The CHatrMan. I may say—— 

Mr. Devereux. To leave it up to the Foreign Relations Committee 
to take into consideration all of those prospects—— 

The CuatrmMan. Let me interrupt you. May I say, in connection 
with the Girard case, I have already taken steps to get information 
from the Defense Department. I agree with you, too, but that is not 
involved in this proposition, don’t you see. That isnot involved. Let’s 
cross one bridge at a time. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Kirpay. A point of personal privilege, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. I don’t want to appear is if I am taking any part in 
support of the status-of-forces treaties. I have spoken on the floor of 
the House that I thought it was a very improvident action that we 
ever entered into it. From recent happenings, I think we would have 
always been better off to have let the matter entirely to understood 
principles of international law, on the status of forces who are in a 
foreign country by invitation of that country. 

I know of no place that we have ever agreed that military forces in 
the enclave or in the line of march or in the discharge of any duty 
would be subject to any jurisdiction but the jurisdiction of the courts 
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of the United States, on court-martial or otherwise. I don’t think we 
ever will. I hope we never will. 

The Cuarrman. Now, of course, members, that is not involved in 
this. But I thought it was highly important for the committee to know 
that we don’t own this land, but we have a 99-year lease for it. We 
don’t own any lands in the Philippines where the fee is vested in the 
Federal Government. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, there is a big difference, though, it 
would seem to me, because in the Philippines we went ahead and gave 
them complete independence, retaining this. This was a part of the 
original independence program. 

Now we are surrendering further. It is not a case where you go in 
the foreign country and buy land or take it over under concession. But 
it is a case where you retained it. I think it does have a big difference. 

But I would like the permission of the committee to put at this point 
in the record a resolution that I have from the American Legion on the 
question of the Girard case. I think it ought to be at this point in 
the record. 

The Cratran. All right; without objection, it will go ::. 

THE AMERICAN LEGION, 
DEPARTMENT OF LOUISIANA, 
Alexandria, La. May 28, 1957. 
Hon. Overton Brooks, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN Brooks: The department of Louisiana, by convention man- 
date, is strictly against the releasing of members of our Armed Forces, who have 
allegedly committed a crime while on overseas duty, to foreign government for 
trial. 

At this time we are particularly interested in the case of Sp3 William 8, Girard, 
of Ottowa, Ill., and wish to protest the action taken by Adm. Miles A. Hubbard. 

We would like for you to protest the action of Admiral Hubbard and keep us 
advised as to the steps being taken by the Defense Department, and by the De- 
fense and State Departments to rectify this situation. 

We feel that the members of the Armed Forces of the United States are Ameri- 
can citizens und, should any crime be committed by them while on overseas duty, 
that they should be tried by American citizens. 

With kind personal regards, 

Sincerely yours, i 
M. C, “MIKE” GEHR, 
Department Commander. 

The Cuarrman. When I get the letter from the Department, I will 
bring it to the attention of the committee. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like this part to be off the record, 
for obvious reasons. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. Well, don’t you know, Mr. Bray, you are not on 
sound ground? What we are doing here is to have a base there to de- 
fend all of us. That is what we are doing here. We are guided by 
one purpose and one purpose only, and that is adequate military facili- 
ties. It is highly essential that we have them, not only in that place 
but other places in the Philippines. How can we maintain security 
otherwise? The other question is not pertinent at all at this phase of 
the discussion. The only purpose here is to have ample facilities for 
the American Fleet in the Pacific. i 

Mr. Wusson. Mr. Chairman, I have a question that may be a little 
more pertinent. It has to do with the Navy Exchange Branch, which 
[ notice is asmall item in this bill. 
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The CHairmMan. Exchange Branch ? 

Mr. Witson. Navy Exchange. I understand there is some problem 
in the Philippines right now about the question of sales to civillaans—— 

Mr. Gavin. Post exchange ! 

The Cyarrman. Oh. 

Mr. Witson. To buy at post exchanges and Navy stores. I wonder 
if there is any change in the policy there that you could tell the com- 
mittee about ‘ 

Commander McCarruy. May I answer that, Mr. Wilson, sir? 

We have a somewhat unique situation in the Philippines.and particu- 
larly Olongapo. 

There are a great many Filipino nationals who are retired fleet 
reservists, who for merly served in the United States Navy in the Mess- 
men Branch. They are retired and settled down in Olongapo. In 
accordance with the established policy, as members of the Fleet Re- 
serve they have rights in our exchange. It is a somewhat limited 
right. It is not unlimited patronage rights, but they do have some 
rights. That is the factual situation. 

Mr. Wuson. In other words—you list here in your justification 
sheet 383 Fleet Reserve retired Navy exchange patrons. 

Commander McCarruy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Witson. Is that the total sum that we are concerned with ? 

Commander McCarrny. Yes, sir; that is the number of exchange 
permits that were in existence a couple of months ago, when I last 
checked these figures, sir, who rated commissary privileges. 

The CuHarrMan. Without objection, this item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr, Chairman. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. How did this question of the lease come up ? 

The CuairmMan. It came up because I wanted to bring to the atten- 
tion of the committee that we did not own the land upon which we 
ure making these large investments in the Philippines and they had 
some kind of underst anding between the Philippine Government and 
this Government that if we did have the fee we would transfer the 
fee back to the Philippine Government and we would take a lease. It 
is Just to keep the committee fully advised about everything. I prob- 
ably could have avoided this inquiry if I hadn’t talked too much. But 
there is nothing I would hide from the committee that relates to the 
defense of the country that comes within my knowledge. 

Mr. Gavin. Did you originate 

The Cuarrman. [ originated the subject matter of ae ussion, 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, sir. Did you originate with the Navy that this 
condition—— 

The Cuatrman. No, no. 

Mr. Brooks. It come up when Mr. Nixon was out there. 

Mr. Gavin. It came up. 

Mr. Brooks. It came out in an editorial when Mr. Nixon was out 
there. 

The CHarrMan. It came up with the Navy Department and they 
worked out some kind of agreement with the State Department. 

Mr. Gavin. Just a minute. It seems strange that we members of 
the Armed Services Committee have to wait until an editorial appears 
in the Star to get some information. 
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Now when these matters are being discussed why aren’t the Armed 
Services Committees informed—if they can inform the editorial writers 
of the Star on a matter, I wonder why we are not apprised of these 
matters / 

The Caiman. I knew about it when I read it in the paper. 

Read what the comment said about Mr. Nixon. 

Mr. Gavin. I will read it. 

The CuHamrMan. Here is what it says. I read it. Read it again. 

Mr. KeLieHer (reading) : 

When Vice President Nixon and President Magsaysay of the Philippines issued 
their joint statement last July on the return of the United States-held land in 
the islands, it appeared that agreement between the two Governmens was almost 
complete. All American claims to Philippine land (except the Embassy and 
consulate sites) have indeed been surrendered. But the Philippine negotiators 
have repeatedly introduced new issues on which the American panel has had 
no instructions. 

I might say and it might be a partial answer to your question, Mr. 
Gavin, that the basis of return of these lands to the Philippines is the 
second version of the Tydings-McDuffie Act, and the Attorney General] 
ruled in a secr ras a secret opinion until recently—th: at a proper 
interpretation of the second version of the Tydings-McDuffie Act per- 
mitted this land to be given back to the P hilippines—as Vice President 
Nixon did for our Government when he went out there. 

The chairman, I think, was bringing it up just to show the situation 
has changed. 

Mr. Gavin. All right. 

Was the chairman apprised of the situation— 

Mr. Ketienver. Not to the best of my knowledge, sir. 

Mr. Gavrn. He was not. 

The CuarrMan. I got my information just like you, out of the news- 
papers. I don’t get any more information about these matters than 
you do. 

Mr. Gavin. You have to really read the papers to keep up with 
events. I recognize that. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, this is not a new issue and many of us 
knew about it before the newspaper articles appeared. But it seems 
to me we ought to have—— 

Mr. Gavin. How did you happen to know about it ? 

Mr. Bares. Well, I get around a little bit. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CuHarrMan. Now let’s get down to business, gentlemen. 

This item must be approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me we could get a little 
more information about this than merely reading an artic ‘le from the 
newspaper. Why don’t we get somebody from the Department to stay 
up here and tell us about it ? 

The Cuatrman, It hasn’t nothing to do with this item. 

Mr. Bares. Yes, it does. A lot of us have been concerned about 
this. 

The Cuairman. All right. All in favor of this item hold up your 
hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smart. Nine. Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuatrman. All opposed hold up your hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smart. Two are opposed. 

The Cuatrrman. Nine in favor and two against, the item is approved. 

The next one is the Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippines, $8,993,000. 

Mr. Gavin.. My apologies for breaking in here. 

Mr. Bares. Any time at all. 

Captain Aitxs. The projects—— 

The Cuarrman. How in the world could you operate if you didn’t ? 

Mr. Barres. What is it, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. How in the world could you operate 

Mr. Bares. I just suggested the membership ought to know a little 
bit more about these items than what appears in the newspapers. 

The CuarrMan. We are trying to get a little now. Go ahead now. 
What page of the book is it on ¢ 

Captain Artes. This is on page 17, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Good. 

Tell us about this base in the Philippines. 

Captain Airs. This project is for the naval station, Subic Bay, for 
personnel facilities at a total cost of $8,993,000. 

This project plus the preceding navel base project will provide 
minimal support faciilties for our personnel at Subic which we feel 
is not only a moral responsibility but good business. 

The first item is for 3 standard 180-man barracks buildings with 
normal collateral and utilities at a cost of $1,504,000. The 3 172-man 
barracks buildings authorized in fiscal year 1956 have been completed 
but the total requirement for naval base activities is for 1271 men. 
This item plus the 70-man corpsman barracks item in the preceding 
project: will reduce the overall deficit to 145 men. 

The next item is for a laundry and dry cleaning plant at a cost of 
$1,117,000. This plant is required to service a total of 8,250 persons 
as the existing temporary structure erected in 1945 is not usable. 

The following items, 3 through 10, comprise the much needed com- 
munity center facilities. 

Item No. 3 is for high school facilities at a total cost of $664,000. 
This school will serve the entire United States population at the 
naval base, naval air station, Cubi Point, and naval communieakign 
facilities, San Miguel and Marong. It is estimated that 300 to 325 
children of the families concerned are in the junior/senior high se aad 
croup. Due to the poor facilities for teen-age schooling in this area, 
families are forced with alternatives of utilizing expensive private 
schools in Baguio, using correspondence courses or leaving teen-age 
cdenendents with relatives in the United States of America. 

The fourth item is for elementary school buildings at a cost of 
$372.000. This item will replace and consolidate elementary school 
facilities now located in widely scattered quonset huts which are in 
advaneed stages of deterioration. 

The fifth item is for a commissary store and warehouse at a cost of 
$540,000. 'This store and warehouse building is intended to meet ex- 
panding requirement. By 1958 it is expected that it will serve about 
1.200 families or 4,300 people with monthly sales of approximately 
$900,000. 

The sixth item is for a Navy exchange including a filling station 
at a cost of $449,000. This item will replace the existing deteriorated 
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temporary buildings now in use. Since the local community is unable 
to provide any suc h facilities, this item will provide for 100 percent 
of the requirements for a conservative estimate of 6,000 persons. 

The seventh item is for an elementary school in the Binictican area 
at a cost of $1,072,000. This will provide elementary schoolfacilities 
for the schoo] age children of the 546 families to be housed in units 
planned for this area. 

The ninth item is for an elementary school for the Bajac-Bajac area 

The 10th and final item is for the community center site develop- 
ment at a cost of $1,854,000. This item includes filling and grading 
of approximately 43 acres and utilities for the community ce nter. 

Mr. Gavin. How many people do we have on this base ? 

The CHARMAN. 460, at the present time on the base—21 civilians 
and 30 officers. 

Captain Ares. At the present there are about 2,300. It is ex- 
pected—may I ask Commander McCarthy to give you the overall 
figures on that ¢ 

Commander McCarruy. Sir, these projects are intended to serve 
all of the activities at the naval base. 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

Commander McCarrny. And the air station. 

Presently, as Captam Ailes says, we have approximately 2,300 
people there. We are completing about 400 units, sir, of quarters, 
which will os ‘ome available between now and this coming September. 
That will increase it by 500 families, at about 2'4 people per “amily 
by Socshiahiinen Then we will have an addition of about 1,250. By 
the time these projects come in, our best estimate is a total United 
States popul: ition of approximately 8,000 people, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Well, at the same time this is not very high in your 
priority list. It is down about the last 25 percent. Where does it 
stand ¢ 

Captain Aires. No,sir. These run 

The CuatrMan. Now, all of this 

Captain Ares. They run right in about the middle of the bill, 
sir. They will be on the funding list, sin 

The CHatrman. Why couldn’t we just go ahead with not too big 
a bite ? 

Captain Ares. Mr. Chairman, it is very essential that we provide 
facilities for our people here because there is nothing else. 

There is a little native village right outside the gate. It has no 
facilities of the type we are requesting. 

The Cuamman. That may be true. You are not going to ask for 
the $8 million this year. 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir; that is our plan, sir. This will all be on 
the funding list. 

The Cratrman. Of your $385 million, you are going to ask for this! 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir, in our $385 million we will ask for everyone 
of this. 

The Cuatrman. If you only get $275 million from the a 
tions Committee, will vou still ask to spend $8 million out of i 

Captain Ares. Some of them we may have to defer tieeet sir. 

The Cuamman. That is right. Now which ones? 

Captain Airs. It is very essential we get them eventually. 
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The CHatrmMan. Let’s defer about half of it for the time being and 
you will be on sound ground. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I think it is a very essential thing. 
We send people out to the Far East, into the Philippines, and their 
families and that sort of thing. If we don’t provide for these facili- 
ties, we just won't have many. It isn’t similar to deferring similar 
facilities in the States where they can have an outlet or temporary 
means of taking care of their families. But out there they do not 
have that. 

The CHatrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Brooks. Out of the 8,000 people, how many are local people 
and how many from this country ? 

The CuHairman. We are speaking of all 8,000 as our own. 

Mr. Brooxs. How many children do you expect out of that? You 
have 3 or 4 elementary schools there. How many children ? 

Commander McCarruy. Total number of children, sir, if I may 
speak to that, will amount to approximately 301 in the junior high 
and senior high school bracket. 

Approximately 1,200 in the elementary-school bracket. And about 
060 in the preschool bracket. 

Mr. Brooxs. In the which school bracket ? 

Commander McCarriy. In the preschool bracket, sin 

Mr. Brooks. Preschool. Kindergarten ? 

Commander McCarruy. Yes, sir—well, kindergarten and below. 
Up to 6 vears of age. 

The Cuarrman. In view of these statements we probably will be 
warranted—go ahead, Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wiison. T would just like to ask you about these schools. It 
seems to be a little high for the size schools that are mentioned here 
23,800 square foot schools for $1 million. That is around $40 a square 
foot. 

Captain Aives. About $27.50 per square foot. 

Commander Rerittty. I am Comdr. C. A. Reilly. The junior-senior 
high school is at $27.60 a square foot, with the P hilippin es area carry 
ing a cost factor of 1.5. In other words, this school stateside would 
be approximately $18 a square foot. 

The CratrrmMan. We will pass over this item until tomorrow 
morning. 

The committee must take a recess now until 10 o'clock tomorrow 
morning, 

The debate on the appropriations bill is up on the floor. 

(Whereupon, at 11:51 a. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10a.m., May 28, 1957.) 


Hovsre or REPRESENTATIVES. 
ComMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington D.C. ay AT sday. May: 28.1957 
(The committee convened at 10 a. m.. Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman 
of the committee presiding. ) 
The CuatrrmMan. Now let the committee come to order 
This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 7130, public works 


bill. 
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When the committee recessed yesterday we had reached the item on 
page 23 of the bill, “Naval air station, Subic Bay, Luzon, P hilippines, 
$8,993,000." 

Now, where does it appear in the book ? 

Mr. Keriener. 17, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuairMan. Page 17. 

Captain Aites. That is book No. 3. 

The Cuairman. All right. Go right ahead. You started on it 
yesterday. 

Finish it out. 

Captain Aires. Mr. Chairman, I had explained each of the projects, 
if you will recall, the edddiemal barracks and the laundry and dry 
cleaning plant, the j junior and senior high school, elementary school- 
these were the community facilities. 

The Cuatrrman. Now this base is for the fleet ? 

Captain Arxxs. Yes, sir, it is. 

The Cuarrman. Now I see here you have about 2,268 personnel 
there. 

Captain Artes. We presently have that, sir. It will go up to where 
the total in this vicinity will be about 8,000, sir. 

The Cuarrman. About 8,000. 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now that means permanent establishment ? 

Captain Anes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, then, in addition to that, you have the per- 
sonnel of the fleet that comes in; is that correct ? 

Captain Artes. Yes,sir. And these people support those fleet units. 

The Cuatrman. How large a fleet have we at this time in the Pa- 
cific ? 

Captain Artes. We have—— 

The Cuamman. That is going to base at this point. 

Captain Artes. We have the 7th Fleet out there, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The 7th Fleet ? 

Captain Artes. The regular carriers—— 

The Cuatrman. Is this to be the headquarters, then, or the shore 
establishment for the 7th Fleet ? 

Captain Ares. This is the southern leg of our support of that fleet 
out there. 

Mr. Rivers. This would be a part of that SEATO concept; would 
it not ? 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir, and it is very important. 

The Cuatrman. Now let’s see. How much have we there now? 
You have only an investment of $1,264,000. 

Captain Ares. That is at the naval station, Subic Bay, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is naval station—— 

Captain AILEs. Actually we have the air station, the supply depot, 
shin repair facility, public works center—a think the total investment 
to date is about $166 million. 

The Cramman. You have an investment there now of about how 
many million ? 

Captain Aries. $166 million, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, the book doesn’t show that. 

Captain Artes. No, sir. That is just for the naval station, Subic 
Bay, what it shows in this book, sir. 








1923 


The Cruarrman. We have an investment there now of $166 million? 

C aptain Ares. $166 million, sir. 

The Cuairman. This base was established when ? 

Captain Aixs. In 1901, sir. 

The CHarrMan. In 1901? 

Captain Ams. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMAN. Have you repair facilities there ? 

C aptain Atgs. Yes, sir, we do, ship repair. 

The Cuarrman. And you handle all types of ships? 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir. Our supply senels air station, communica- 
tion fanility, public works center, naval magazine—in addition to the 
naval base and naval station we have already discussed—support the 
7th Fleet. 

The Cuarrman, And then this additional work that is authorized 
in this item is to take care of a permanent personnel of about 8,000, 
plus the crews from the ships that have shore leave at this base 

Captain Amszs, Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Some time it will make a total population of about 
how much ¢ 

Captain Artes. I would say it will run pretty close to 30,000, at times, 
when the whole fleet is there, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. This is one of the most important bases we have any- 
where outside of the United States. 

Captain Artes. That is right. 

The Cuarmman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

The next is on page 24, fleet base facilities. “Naval station, Adak, 
Alaska, hospital facilities, community facilities, and family housing, 
$4,665,000.” 

What page in the book is that ? 

Captain Ares. This is on page 29, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Page 29. 

Now first give a background as to what naval facilities we have at 
this station, Adak. 

Captain Artes. At Adak—the naval station, Adak, is the northern 
leg of the Pacific barrier, which is the barrier patrol from Midway to 
Adak. Our aircraft 

The Cuarrman. When was this base established ? 

Captain Ares. In 1948 the naval station was established, sir. But 
during the war it was an advance base, sir. 

‘ he Carman. How much have we spent up to date on it? 

Captain Artes. At the naval station, $81.2 million, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. How large a personnel is there ¢ 

Captain Artes. At present we have about 1,900 personnel there, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now. what is the naval mission of this station? 

Captain Artes. The naval mission is to provide essential support for 
aircraft engaged in an air logistic support, other transient and training 
aircraft up to 16 flights daily, and local service craft and theater MSTS 
vessels, logistic support for Army and Air Force installations on 
Adak, for the Navy aerological units on Adak and Attu, and for Ma- 
rine detachment for base and interior guard, to maintain an emergency 
capability of supporting 2 patrol squ: adrons and their support squi ad- 
ron. Within the limits of forces assigned, provide sea-air rescue fa- 
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cilities for areas of responsibility assigned. Fleet service units using 
the base will be self-supporting. 

Existing 

The Cuairman. Now this money is for four different items? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Station hospital extension, family housing, recre- 
ation building extension, and present hospital facilities modified to 
provide 11 beds for dependents ¢ 

Captain Arxs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. I think several members of the committee had vis- 
ited there. Did you not, Mr. Bates! 

Mr. Bares. Yes, sir, and Mr. Hess and some others. 

The CHatrmMan. Have you any comment you want to make of a 
general nature in reference to it, what kind of a base it is / 

Mr. Bares. No, sir. But anything you can do for those people up 
there, they should need it. It is the end of the world. 

The CuHarrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now, the next one is “Commander in chief, Pacific He padqui irters, 
Pear] Harbor, administrative facilities and utilities, $332,000. 

Now this is a building for the commander in chief of the Pacific 
Fleet ? 

Captain Artes. Yes,sir. This is for additional—— 

The Cuarrman. Who is the commander in chief of the Pacific 
Fleet now ¢ 

Captain Artes. Admiral Stump, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Admiral who 

Captain Artes. Stump—— 

Mr. Kev.tener. S-t-u-m-p. 

Mr. Rivers. Felix? 

Captain Ares. Felix Stump. 

Mr. Morris. Give us the page, Mr. Chairman, please. 

The CuarrmMan. 31-B. 

Captain Aires. 31—B. 

The Cuarrman. Now what kind of headquarters have you there 
now ¢ 

Captain Ares. This is a former Navy hospital which was taken 
over by the Marines for headquarters, Fleet Marine Force, Pacific. 
The third floor of a couple of the wings are being taken over by com- 
mander in chief, Pacific Fleet, as his administrative staff headquar- 
ters. This will be the location of the administrative command of all 
Pacific Ocean areas 

The Cuarrman. Well, why can’t we build this for a little less than 
$332,000? Why won’t maybe $200,000 make all the accommodation 
necessary ? 

Captain Aires. Mr. Chairman, we are doing this in a most eco- 
nomical fashion. We are taking existing facilities rather than build- 
ing a new building. We are moving in and taking some additional 
space in this hospital. 

The Cuatrman. How many people will be in this headquarters? 

Captain Airs. About 762, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. How many square feet will be in the headquarters? 

Now we have been getting along pretty well without this building, 
haven’t we? You have a good headquarters there. You have a good 
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roof over his head. He has plenty of office space to work 700 people. 
He has ample space. Of course, it might be more convenient ph 

Captain Arxs. Mr. Chairman, the entire command of the Pacific 
area is being modified to the extent that the command of the Far East 
is being brought back to Hawaii and added to Admiral Stump’s duty. 
His headquarters will occupy 70,560 square feet in the main adminis- 
tration building and 28,950 square feet in 3 other buildings, a total 
of 99,150 square feet. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral Radford was out there in the Pacific and 
had a tremendous staff and found some space suitable for him, 
didn’t he? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir, but now the command of the Far East, that 
was General MacArthur’s command, is being added to Admiral 
Stump’s duty. 

Mr, Hess. Mr. Chairman, Admiral Hopwood just returned from 
there recently. Maybe he can add some information. 

The Cuairman. Admiral, come around and tell me why we haven’t 
enough facilities out there to support 700 people without spending 
$322,000. 

Admiral Horwoop. Mr, Chairman, we think we are pretty wise in 
consolidating to the extent we can possibly do it within the facilities 
we have available to us. This project for commander in chief, Pacific 
Headquarters, is taking on more importance at the moment because 
on the Ist of this coming July they are going to consolidate the com- 
mands in the Pacific and that necessitates an augmentation of the staff, 
but a small augmentation. 

The CuarrMan. You are not going to build any new buildings ? 

Admiral Horwoop. We are not going to build any new buildings. 

The CHarrMan. You are going to use the present facilities out there ? 

Admiral Horwoop. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It looks like to me you can knock out a great many 
partitions for $322,000. 

Admiral Horwoop. Well, sir, there are some communication facili- 
ties required and it is a combination of facilities for the fleet head- 
quarters. It isa very worthwhile item, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Well, no doubt it is all right to try to have the best 
kind of facilities out there, but when you are repairing—how large a 
building is this you are going to fix up ? 

Admiral Horwoop. It is a three-story building for the main head- 
quarters and then numerous other buildings alongside for barracks 
and office space. 

The Cuatrman. Is it wood or brick ? 

Admiral Horwoop. A combination. Some are permanent and some 
are temporary, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Well, you can do a great deal of building—I don’t 
know, it might be expensive out there. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next item is the naval station at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

Captain Ares. The next item is at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, for 
powerplant and electrical system and sewage-disposal facilities, 

The CuarrmMan. Wait a minute. 

Captain Aires. On page 32. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. Of the book ? 
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Mr. Ketiener. Yes, ma’am. 

The Cuatrman. Page 32 of the book. 

Captain Arxs. The first item is for a powerplant and electrical 
system at a cost of $3,170,000. This is the second increment of the 
item to increase and consolidate the electrical facilities at Guantanamo. 
The existing powerplants at the main side station are of temporary 
construction and widely separated, resulting in costly operating and 
maintenance costs in : addition to being deficient i in output. 

The first increment of this item, authorized in fiscal year 1957, to 
install a tie line and connecting substations between the main side and 
Leeward Point, was placed under contract in April. This item is for 
a central powerplant and distribution lines at the main-side station. 
This will provide approximately one-half the firm generating capacity 
needed to serve the base through 1961. It will be c rapable of expan- 
sion to provide a firm generating capacity of 10,000 kilowatts, at 
which time the existing plants will be placed in standby for emergency 
use only. 

The next item is for sewage-disposal facilities at a cost of $1,529,000. 
The existing sewerage sy stem discharges into various coves adjacent 
to the base, which has produced conditions which are offensive and 
dangerous to the public health. This item will improve the existing 
condition by providing a new interceptor sewer from all the existing 
outfalls and will discharge well clear of the base into the Caribbean. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Guantanamo Bay is a very important estab- 
lishment in the naval training mission; isn’t it? 

Captain Armrs. Yes, sir; it is. 

The Cuarrman. How often does the fleet visit Guantanamo Bay? 

Captain Atrs. Well, practically every ship in the Atlantic Fleet 
visits there for 2 or 3 months each year. 

The Cuatrman. How long has Guantanamo Bay been established ? 

Captain Artes. Since 1903, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. What is the total amount of money we spent at 
Guantanamo Bay ? 

Captain Armes. Thus far $27,078,000 at the naval station, sir, and 
about $31 million at the beret naval activities, a total of approximately 
$58 million. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I see from your book we have some more 
money to spend there in future years. When will we have Guantanamo 
fixed up to accommodate all phases of the training mission without 
constant building there, but merely maintenance ? 

Captain Aries. These projects in future years are requests from 
the station, sir. They have not been reviewed very extensively in 
Washington yet, but we are checking all of them very carefully. 

The Cuarrman. We all know Guantanamo has a vet ‘y important 
mission. 

Without objection 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman. What is the total investment at Guan- 
tanamo 

The Cuamman. $27 million. 

Mr. Hess. That is just the naval station. 

Mr. Ketiener. $27 million is just the naval station. 

Captain Armes. I would have to get that for you and put it in, Mr. 
Hess, because we have a naval ammunition 











The CrairMan. Now, the next item—without objection 
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Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. It is a small item, Captain. What is the purpose of this 
item for furniture in there? It is the first, time, as I recall, ever seeing 
an item for furniture. 

Captain Args. Those are just 

Mr. Bates. That generally comes out of a different account than this. 

Captain Arzs. Just the Navy desks and workbenches, and equip- 
ment of that type, that are not secured in place—office furniture in the 
powerplants. 

Mr. Bares. I never recall seeing that in a public-works bill. 

Captain Ares. The collateral equipment in connection with the 
building is included with the building, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Very frequently, Mr. Bates, it is just called that— 
collateral equipment, not identified as furniture. 

The CuarrmMan. You see, we are trying to make the departments 
break down in most minute detail every item where they are going to 
spend this money. 

Mr. Bares. All your title 8 equipment, then, you are using out of 
your construction money ¢ 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. It provides a complete usable facility. 

The CuarrmMan. The next one is San Juan, P. R., $190,000. That 
is on page—— 

Mr. Keviener. 35, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan, 35 of the book. 

Captain Artes, This project consists of the one item for improve- 
ment to existing substation at a cost of $190,000. 

In July 1949, the naval station powerplant was placed on standby 
status and power has been purchased from the Puerto Rico Water Re- 
sources Authority. The power company has standardized its primary 
voltage at 38,000 volts and has requested the Navy to make the neces- 
sary arrangements to take the power at that voltage. This item is to 
install the necessary transformers and switching gear to permit taking 
the high voltage, thereby eliminating the existing inflexibility of 
operation, power losses, and hazardous operating conditions. It will 
also permit transfer of excess power to the power company upon re- 
quest, as required under the contract terms. 

The CHatrMan. We have spent $51 million at this base; haven’t we ? 

Captain Amss. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. How important a base is this? 

Captain Armes. This is the control center for antisubmarine war- 
fare in the Caribbean and around the West Indies, sir. This is where 
the command headquarters for that whole area is, sir. 

The CuHarrMan,. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next now is “Aviation facilities.” 

Who is here from the Department on this, now, Captain ? 

Captain Ames. The first one is at Agana, Guam, sir. 

Captain Ares. The first station is at the naval air station, Agana, 
Guam, Mariana Islands, where we are requesting $482,000 for guided- 
missile support facility. These facilities are similar to some pro- 

sed earlier in the program at continental stations. Their purpose 
is to perform minor maintenance and to check the readiness of the 
missiles for issue and use. A small magazine, the test building and a 
loading area comprise these facilities. 
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This is for loading these missiles on the planes or on carriers. 

The Cuatrman. We all know of course that this is a very strategic 
point. I remember about 30 years ago we tried to fortify Guam and 
the hard fight we had in Congress. We didn’t exactly do it. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is “Argentia, Canada, Family housing and com- 
munity facilities.” 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. That project is for the naval station, 
Argentia, Canada. We are asking for 2 items for personnel support: 
Family housing—63 senior officers, 126 junior officers and 189 en- 
listed units for $11,985,000, and an elementary and high school for 
$1,793,000. There is a deficiency of 617 units of family housing at 
Argentia. 

Mr. Bray. What page is that in the book ? 

The Cuarrman. Page 39. 

Captain Arres. Pages 39, 40, and 41, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now let’s go back to your family housing. 

Captain Artes. The mission of the station requires the assignment 
of personnel on a nonrotational basis and the need for family housing 
for these men is critical. The item for the elementary and high 
school is required there will be a classroom capacity requirement of 
nearly 1,900 spaces when the planned station loading is attained. No 
off-base school facilities are available and the present school building 
is a former Air Force barracks which is substandard and inadequate 
for the 200 pupils now attending. 

The Cuatrman. Now those are direct appropriated houses? 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now how many other items in the books are for 
direct appropriated housing ? 

Captain Arms. One other, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How many goto Argentia ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. 378. 

The Cuarrman. 378. And you are following the law with reference 
to the price ? 

Captain Arzes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And the square footage ? 

Captain Arzs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now what is the average price of these units? 
What does the law fix? Is there any rule determining how much we 
can spend in Newfoundland? 

Commander Marry. The maximum price, sir, is $35,000 per house 
overseas, and that is the price we are asking for the senior officers 
quarters. 

The Cuatmrman. Now, what is the average price? It is around 
$16,000 in the country here. Now how much is it outside the con- 
tinental United States? 

Of course, we all know it costs a great deal more. We had con- 
siderable trouble up there. 

Captain Ames. $23,850. 

The CuarrMan. $23,850. 

Mr. Ketiener. It is more than that. Plus utilities and so on, it is 
around $28,000. 

Captain Arzzs. Yes, sir. 
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The CHarrMan. $28,000 for 1,098 square feet ? 

Mr. KetienHer. 1,080 is the smallest. 

Captain Ares. 1,080. 

The Cuarrman. 1,080. Then it runs up to the commanding offi- 
cer’s quarters of about—— 

Mr. Ketier. 2,100. 

The CHatrMan. 2,100 square feet. 

Captain Arxs. 2,100. 

The Cuatrman. About $33,000. 

Captain Ars. Yes, sir. 

The CHarman. How many houses have we previously built there ? 

Captain Artes, We have existing 69 officers houses and 172 enlisted 
houses, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What personnel is there? 

Captain Ares. There are on this station 536 officers and 3,078 en- 
listed, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And what is the military mission of the station, 
briefly ? 

Captain Armes. This station supports regular operations of fleet 
reconnaissance, antisubmarine, search and rescue and transport air- 
craft, and a classified project. General logistic support 

The CuarrmMan. We all recognize this is a very important station 
in our scheme of defense. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is Barber’s Point in Hawaii, $2,088,000.” 

Captain Ares. This is the third project in the aviation overseas 
program, at the naval air station, Barber’s Point, Oahu, T. of H. It 
is for aircraft parking area (second increment) estimated to cost 
$2,088,000. This project is to provide parking area for the airborne 
early warning aircraft to be stationed at Barber’s Point. Fifty-five 
thousand square yards of new concrete parking area and 155,000 
square yards of asphaltic concrete overlay on existing pavement are 
proposed. Special electrical outlets for maintaining the electronic 
equipment in the aircraft in a state of readiness are included, sir. 

The CHarrman. Well, this is like the other important stations out- 
side of the Untied States. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, Cubi Point, Luzon. $149,000. 

Captain Artes. This station was placed in commission last year, hav- 
ing been constructed by the Seabees starting in 1952. 

The first item is an optical landing system for $120,000. The re- 
quirement for these systems was presented during the continental sec- 
tion of the aviation program. 

The second item is for an aircraft bombardment and mining range 
including land acquisition costing $29,000. The item will provide the 
only adequate bombardment and mining range in the western Pacific. 
It will be located where it can serve both naval air station, Sangley 
Point, and naval air station, Cubi Point. Properly observed train- 
ing in mining and bombardment is required for our aircraft squad- 
rons now operating in the area. Rights to use the land for these ranges 
is a topic in the current military bases discussions with the Philippine 
Government. 
alae CuarrMANn. How many acres of land are required to purchase 
there ! 
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Captain Ams, This is land rights only, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Easements? 

Captain Ares. Well, it is to be included in the treaty rights that 
are being negotiated, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Captain Ames. It will permit us to use an island of 4,428 acres. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next item is “Guantanamo Bay, operational facilities.” 

Captain Artes. This is the first project. Items requested are of 
pou previously discussed in the continental section. 

he first is for a runway extension costing $5,619,000 which will 
provide an 11,000 foot runway and parallel taxiway at this station. 
The other item is an optical landing system for $11,000. 

It will not be necessary to acquire any land in this. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Without objection, that item is approved. Marine Corps air station, 
Kaneohe Bay. 

Captain Arxs. The project at Kaneohe Bay consists of items pre- 
viously discussed. An optical landing system costing $128,000 and a 
very small guided missile support facility at $121,000 are requested. 

That is a guided missile facility to provide for the missiles that are 
to be handled on the planes based there. 

The Cuarrman. All right, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is “Kwajalein, Marshall Islands.” 

Captain A1txs. The next 2 projects are identical tactical air naviga- 
tion facilities; one at naval station, Kwajalein, and the other at naval 
station, Midway, costing $69,000 each. These items will provide facili- 
ties for safe navigation in the vicinity of two heavily utilized stopping 
points in midocean and are urgently required. 

These are the tactical air navigation facilities we have previously 
discussed in continental stations. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, these two items are approved. 

Now the next one is Naha, Okinawa. 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

The next project is for naval air facility, Naha, Okinawa, to pro- 
vide small-craft berthing in the White Beach area for $504,000. This 
is not, strictly speaking, an aviation facility but is assigned to Naval 
Air Facility, Naha, which is the only naval activity on Okinawa at 
present. The requirement here is for the rehabilitation of two small 
craft piers and the provision of moorings so that ship’s boats of the 
7th Fleet anchored in Buckner Bay can land liberty parties. Typhoons 
have damaged the existing piers to an extent which renders their use 
unsafe. This is a liberty port vital to the morale of the 7th Fleet 
personnel and it is essential that these piers be rehabilitated. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Roosevelt Roads, P. R. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 





Mr. Bares. Captain, what is the situation in Yonabaru ? 

Captain Armes. Wé are presently making A. and E., architect and 
engineering studies, on the location of that marine helicopter facility 
there, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Isthatall? Just marine helicopter ? 

Captain Amxs. That is what our present planning is pointed to- 
ward, yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bares. You have abandoned the other plan ? 

Mr. Ketzeuer. The use of Futema, you mean? 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

Captain Aries. We are studying Futema and Yonabaru at the same 
time to see whether we can get a facility at the least cost, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, this doesn’t take any more land there 
than what you already used. 

Captain Aires. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. When was this damage done by typhoon ? 

Captain Artes. Last December and the spring of last year, sir. We 
tried to get it through reprograming and were told to include it in the 
regular bill with these other projects, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I see. 

Captain Aries. In the meantime, another storm had come along and 
wrecked it more. So actually the bill now is $500,000-——— 

Mr. Bray. You think you found out how to fix those so the typhoons 
won't tear them up again ? 

Captain Artes. We hope we can, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. You done pretty good on the buildings over there. 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. We think we can fix these piers up. This 
is adjacent to the enlisted recreation center. If the men can’t land 
there, the place can’t be used. 

Mr, Gavin. The only thought I had in mind—the captain’s voice 
isn’t holding out. 

The Cuarrman. Well, mine is. [Laughter.] 

Now let’s see. 

Mr. Ketirner. Page 59, Mr. Chairman. 

The CratrmMan. 59. Now $39 million has already been spent at 
this base. 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You have 220 officers. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Caarrman. 1,700 enlisted men. 

Captain Aries. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman, 14 civilians. 

Captain Armes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. A total of 2,367. 

Captain Arrs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We spent $39 million there. 

Mr. Ketitener. $48 million, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Mr. Ketirner. $39.9 million plus the $8.1 million immediately be- 
low it. 

The Cuarrman. And we have 8,983 acres. 

Now you want to spend, or you want authorization now for $15 mil- 
lion more ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now hasn’t the base been operating fairly satisfac- 
torily in the past? 

Captain Airs. Well, sir, it has been relatively inactive. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Atres. It has been relatively inactive for quite a while. It 
is being stepped up—— 

The Cuarrman. Then it is not of very high importance, then. 
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Captain Ames. Yes, sir. It is. It is being reactivated and built 
up to be our east-coast training area for guided-missile work, for our 
fleet—for our carriers, for our submarines, and destroyers. 

The Cuamman, Well, the maximum number of people you plan to 
have there is how many ? 

_ Captain Artrs. What we are planning in 1958 is going up to 4,600, 
sir—almost doubling, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Captain, you have “Barracks,” $2,796,000. 
Now why can’t we postpone the barracks and get along—they are be- 
ing housed pretty well down there now; aren’t they ? 

Captain Ares. No, sir; they are not. The barracks that we have 
there—in fact, practically all the facilities there are having to be 
replaced. 

They were built during World War II and they are pretty well 
worn out. 

The Cuarmman. How high does this stand on your list? 

Captain Artes. This is one of the most important stations in all 
of our list. 

The Cuatrman. This is right at the top? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I want you to designate somewhere in the bill which 
is No. 1 and which is No. 2. 

Now this is going to be right up at the top; is it? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. Our top priority project is Polaris, fol- 
lowed by the transmitter building for the naval radio station, Wash- 
ington County, Maine. 

The Cuarrman. And whatever money you will get from the Ap- 
propriations Committee, you are going to spend it right here; is that 
correct ? 

Captain Armes. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. All right, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

Captain Ames. This station must go ahead. This is going to be 
our focal center of all our guided-missile work in the fleet in the 
Atlantic. 

The Cuarrman. Guided-missile work in the fleet ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. The reason that this one is particu- 
larly interesting to me—not very long ago we had a Capehart housing 
program for Roosevelt Roads, as I recall it. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It looked like to the real-estate subcommittee that it 
was a pretty large request for family housing. I see that you show as 
the inventory of enlisted-men’s barracks only 615 spaces. You have 
more people than that down there. Where is the difference? 

Captain Ares. They are living in existing barracks, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. They have an old Army installation there that they 
took over. ‘ 

Captain Armes. 615 existing, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. According to your sheet, you have 1,733 enlisted men 
there, in addition to the ones you are supporting. 

Captain Ames. We actually have—we are well over that right now. 
We are living in these old Army barracks, Fort Bundy. 
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Mr. Harpy. What is.the 615 representing, Captain? Is that bar- 
racks that the Navy has built? 

Captain Ares, They are now Navy barracks, sir, but they were built 
by, the Army during World War II as temporary structures. 

Mr. Harpy. How far are the Army barracks from them and are 
they of the same vintage as the Navy barracks or are they something 
entirely different ? 

Captain Ares. They are the same vintage. They are within 5 miles 
of the old station. They are all in very dilapidated condition. Thiis is 
an Army post that has been inactive since the end of the war, sir, which 
we have taken over. We are going to rebuild these facilities and use 
them in connection with our station, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, what I was wondering about is you are making 
a distinction between the 615 spaces that the Navy has and the Army 
spaces which you haven’t indicated how many of them you are using, 
but you must be using the difference between that and the 1,733 be- 
ene you have no family housing there for your enlisted personnel at 
all. 

The CnatrmMan. Get an answer to Mr. Hardy’s question. Have you 
the answer? 

(The Navy furnished the following revised personnel informa- 
tion: 

Naval Air Station, Roosevelt Roads—Personnel housing 


| Personnel loading 

















| Officers Total 
Enlisted | Civilians | Students | Supported 
men | 
Liu 5 gcc a) Cie ie a i Ties Oe DS Gg FG ee -DU 
1. Present. ...__- R oe 27 406 562 0 1, 405 2, 400 
2. Planned fiscal year 1958 36 485 | 790 0 3, 245 4, 556 
3. Ultimate end fiscal year 1959_- 36 485 1, 000 0 3, 715 | 5, 236 








A. BACHELOR OFFICERS’ QUARTERS REQUIREMENT 


Total number of officers to be assigned (190, home-ported fleet personnel; 36, 
permanently based; 100, carrier air groups; 182, Marine air group; 40, 








patrol squadron; and 10, airship patrol detachment) —-----.----_-------- 558 
Rixisting adequate family. WOUMI RG onesie anes benesilnwssen 0 
Requested Capehart family housing (130 units approved by House 

Armed Services Committee of which Department of Defense ap- 

proved 118 for construction ) JoU.c cc nd ben k tin tcnsbahio 159 

— 159 

Total number of bachelor officers’ requiring quarters___.._.....--- 399 
Existing bachelor officers’ quarters spaces________.--------------~-~- 50 
Fiscal year 1958 proposed bachelor officers’ quarters spaces_____ ~~~ 120 

— 170 

Deficiency in bachelor officers’ quarters spaces_.__._._.__-_------~--~- 22 


Included in this deficiency are 182 spaces for Marine Corps Air Group officers, 
who are on maneuvers and will continue to live in tents until permanent facilities 
can be provided. The remaining deficiency of 47 spaces will be met temporarily 
by housing 2 officers to a single room to the extent necessary. In addition, it 
will be necessary to house 41 married officers in the bachelor officer’s quarters 
on the basis of 2 officers to a single room until family housing can be provided 
for them. 
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B. ENLISTED MEN’S BARRACKS REQUIREMENT 


Total number of enlisted men to be assigned (1,300, home-ported fleet per- 
sonnel; 485, permanently based; 500, carrier air group; 150, patrol 
squadron ; 20, airship patrol detachment; and 1,223 Marine air group)___ 3, 678 

Existing adequate family housing 0 

Requested Capehart family housing (500 units approved by House 
Armed Services Committee of which the Department of Defense 


Sree rn IT Cm” DCRR a chm ener 617 
— 617 
Total number of enlisted men requiring barracks spaces._......- 3, 061 
mao moeuate, Darracks #oncus....- *0 
Fiscal year 1958 proposed barracks spaces___.___________-_______ 1, 260 
—— 1,260 
Deficiency in barracks spaces__._____- sites Sealine cates ibaa 1, 801 


Included in this deficiency are 1,223 spaces for Marine Corps air group per- 
sonnel on maneuvers who will continue to live in tents until permanent facilities 
can be provided. The remaining deficiency of 578 spaces will be met temporarily 
by utilizing the 615 (*) spaces in existing substandard barracks which will 
ultimately have to be removed to make way for the proposed runway extension. 
In addition, it will be necessary to house 190 married enlisted men in barracks 
on the basis of reduced space allowance until family housing can be provided for 
them. 

Mr. Ke.iener. There is no family housing there, Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Hardy, the large number, 1,733, includes the 
Marine units which go down there for tr aining as well, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now you have 2,110 supported. I think it is 
not too clear as to just how many people you are housing down there. 
According to my calculations it sounds like to me you have about 
4,000—4,574 officers and men that you are supporting down there. 

Are those supported people staying abroad ship or are they stay- 
ing in the Army barracks or where are » they staying ¢ 

Captain Ares. We have 137 old dilapidated wooden buildings in 
which some of our people are living all over the place and the Army 
barracks which we acquired from them are mainly concrete block. 
They had metal roofs on them, which have pr: actically rusted away. 
We have made emergency temporary repairs and are using a lot of 
them, sir, but it is very, very unsatisfactory and 

Mr. Harpy. Then this is a replacement program. 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir, definitely. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I am not going to pursue this any further. I certainly 
want to see the Navy get reasonable facilities down there to meet 
the need. But the real-estate subcommittee was a little bit concerned 
on this Capehart program that we heard some time ago. It was so 

vague, and frankly when I see so much in the way of new barracks 
construction, housing facilities of one kind or another down there, I 
think maybe some of us ought to take a look at it. I am not going to 
object to it. 

The Cuarmman. Well, I will be glad if you will take a look at it 
because I think we need a little more information. You think we 
might be warranted to go ahead and authorize it for the time being. 
But I do think some information can be obtained from personal in- 
spection. I am going to ask some of the committee to fly down and 
look it over. 
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Admiral Coorrr. Mr, Chairman, we can submit a complete break- 
down. 

Mr, Harpy, I think we ought to do it, Mr. Chairman. In view 
of the fact that we have here an authorization of $15 million, can 
you tell us how much is going to be involved in the eventual cost of 
the Capehart housing that you programed to go down there? Because 
that is going to be in your total plant one of these days. 

Captam Aies. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Korink, do you have the figure on the Capehart¢ 

Mr. Kortx. No, sir; I don’t have the actual dollar amount. 

Mr. Harpy. How many Capehart units are you going to put down 
there / 

Mr. Korink. We have a total of 630 approved at the moment, sir. 

Mr. Harpy, Just how many more have you on your request? You 
just as well look at the whole picture, because we are just getting a 
piecemeal deal here now, 

Mr, Korink. We have 146 additional in the pipeline going forward 
for approval. 

Mr. [Hanrpy. So you are figuring on about 700. Now that isn’t your 
whole program, is it? 

Mr. Korink. That will be the total program at Roosevelt Roads. 

Mr. Harpy. For Roosevelt Roads, a total of about 700! 

Mr. Kornik. There will be 776. 

Mr. Kevienver. 776. 

Mr. Harpy. At $15,000 a unit gives you another $10 million. If you 
add it to this, it gives you the equivalent of about $25 million that we 
are authorizing. 

The Cuairman. Why not do this—— 

Mr. Harpy. I think you have to do it but I think you ought to look 
at it. 

The Cuairman. All right. Who is on Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee on 
real estate ¢ 

Mr. Ketitener. Mr. Hardy, Mr. Bates, Mr. Cunningham, Mr. Phil- 
bin, Mr. Fisher, and Mr, Bray. 

The Cuairman. Well, then, I would like—I want to say this, mem- 
bers of the committee. ‘This is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. I would like for Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee and any 
other member of the committee who will give their name to Mr. Kelle- 
her to go down, just as soon as I can arrange with the Speaker, and 
make an investigation of everything at Roosevelt Roads down there 
and get firsthand information. A1l right, Captain go on. 

Captain Artes. The next project is for the naval air station, Roose- 
velt Roads, P. R., and consists of 12 unclassified and 1 classified item. 
In the fiscal year 1957 program the development of this station as a 
guided missile operating and training station was commenced. ‘This 
development is continued in this program. Each item described be- 
low is required to fulfill the deficiency of the station in its ability to 
“Tr itsnew mission. The items are briefly : 

Runway extension including land acquisition at $4,700,000. This 
wil provide a runway length of 10,980 feet. 

High speed jet refuel stations costing $871,000. This is to pro- 
v ide 1 ‘apid refueling for the 213 aircraft to be accommodated by this 
station, 
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3. POL pipeline estimated at $623,000. This item will replace 31% 
miles of deteriorated pipeline to the fuel storage area. The line is sub- 
ject to repeated breaks at the rate of more than one per month causing 
shut down of the fuel supply system and loss of fuel. 

4. Telephone system for $455,000. This item will replace a man- 
ually operated system of 150 lines which is extremely inadequate. An 
automatic, 600-line system is required. 

5. Optical landing system for $100,000. We have discussed this 
type item previously. 

6. Operations building and control tower at $1,131,000. An opera- 
tions building with adequate communications and proper visabilit 
characteristics must be provided for safe control of the heavy jet traf- 
fic planned at this station. 

7. Hangar (second increment) for $1,522,000. The planned plane 
loading for Roosevelt Roads requires a hangar maintenance area of 
409,000 square feet. The deficiency is 314,000 square feet of which this 
item will provide 39,000 square feet. 

8. Barracks at $2,796,000. This item will provide for 1,260 barracks 
spaces toward the total deficiency of 1,801 spaces. 

9. This item is for a messhal] costing $817,000. A small messhall is 
in use now but it will not serve the planned station complement. The 
Navy is requesting this new 1,500-man mess. 

10. The next item “Bachelor officers’ quarters and mess” for $1,095,- 
000. There are 50 bachelor officers’ quarters spaces presently available 
to house the planned bachelor officer load of 399. Nearly half of the 
deficiency will be filled by this 120-man bachelor officers’ quarters that 
we are proposing. 

11. The next item is for $757,000 for utilities and services for the sta- 
tion expansion. Electrical, water, sewage, and road systems are in- 
cluded. 

12. This last item at Roosevelt Roads will provide a security fence 
around the station boundary for $315,000. Increased utilization of 
the station requires a higher degree of security than currently provided 
by the barbed wire boundary fence. This item is for 46,500 feet of 
8-foot chain-link fence. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection it is approved. Now, members 
of the committee, while I am on that, I have arranged with the Speaker 
that tomorrow just as soon as we finish the appropriations bil.—we 
should finish it sometime tomorrow, and if not on Thursday—for 
members to go to Long Beach to look over the situation there. 

Now, I would like for any member that wants to go—I would be 
glad to have him designated to go. We will make arrangements to 
carry the members out there. We will get back—when ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Sunday afternoon. 

The Cuamman. Sunday afternoon. I would like for Mrs. St. 
George to make that trip to California because I want her to see what 
naval activities there are as a new member, because another gentle- 
woman on this committee used to make trips all over the world on 
behalf of committee work. 

Mr. Brooks, will you go? 

Mr. Brooks. I can’t go, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Allright; Mr. Philbin, can you go? 

Mr. Putter. No. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy? 


ton 
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Mr. Harpy. I can’t go, Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuarrman. Mr Doyle, can you go? 
Mr. Doyte. Yes. 

The Cuatrman, Put Mr. Doyle down. 
Mr. Lankford, can you go? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I can’t go tomorrow, sir. 
The Cuamman. Mr. Huddleston ? 

Mr. Hupptesron. I won’t be able to go, Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin, can you go? 
Mr. Gavin. I can’t go. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Patterson ? 

Mr. Parrerson. No. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray? 

Mr. Bray. No. 


Mr. Bares. You want to go and make some speeches for us, I will 
be glad to go. 


The Cuarrman. Mr. Reece—I have already asked Mr. Reece and he 
said “No.” 

Mrs. St. George, can you go? 

Mrs. St. Georer. Mr. Chairman, no. I have to make a few Memorial 
Day speeches. 

Mr. Ketitener. Mr. Miller has indicated an interest. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Miller, yes. We will get some members to go 
out there and look it over. 

Mr. Ketitever. Mr. Wilson, also. 

The Cuamman. Any member who desires to go, can go. 

The next one is “Supply facilities, Naval Station, Adak.” 

Now, why don’t we group some of these stations all together that 
appear constantly in the bill under the different headings ? 

Now this is supply facilities of $1,550,000. 

All right, tell us about supply facilities. 

Captain Artes. Under the supply facilities there are 3 projects at 
3 stations at a total cost of $4,532,000. 

The first project is for one item at Naval Station, Adak, Alaska to 
replace 

Mr. Bray. What page is that ? 

Captain Atrs. 75. Replace POL facilities (second increment) 
for $1,550,000, This is the second and final increment of a project 
started last fiscal year to replace the temporary storage tanks and 
facilities, which are not expected to last beyond 1958, with permanent 
tanks and related piping. This facility is necessary to support oper- 
ations in the vital Aleutian area. 

The Cratmrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher. 

Captain Artes. We had some damage there. 

Mr. Ketirnuer. Mr. Chairman. You received a letter dated May 
6, 1957 from Assistant Secretary of the Navy Bantz. He wants to 
clear $300,000 worth of construction made necessary by damage caused 
at Adak by an earthquake. 

The Cuarrman. We have $5 million in the bill for those kinds of 
things, do we not ! 

Mr. Ketiener. We will not when we finish with it, and that $5 
million is not for this kind of work. 








1938 





The Cuatrman. I mean we have it in the law. 

Mr. Ketiener. There was no specific amount last year, It was 
just a general authority. 

The Cuarrman, That is right. 

Mr. Kewieuer. There have been very few uses of it in the Navy. 

The Cuairman. He has to use it now. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. Some building was destroyed by an earthquake? 

Mr. Ketitener. A number of them. Power lines and water trans- 
mission lines, and so on. 

The Cuatrman. How much is it going to cost ? 

Mr. Keviener. $750,000 ultimately, $300,000 as the first part. 

The CuHairMan. Without objection, we will advise them to go ahead 
and use the money that he has there for that purpose. 

Mr. Ke.ieuer. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now, the next one is at Guam, $884,000. 

Captain Artes. The second project in this class is located at Naval 
Station, Guam, and is one item, a commissary store for $884,000. We 
plan to replace an existing temporary building which is seriously 
deteriorated from age and typhoons with a permanent structure. 
Annual losses in food and building repairs amount to $77,000. There 
are 11,500 military and civil service patrons dependent on the store 
for provisions. Since there are no other facilities on Guam to meet 
this requirement, destruction of the store by a typhoon would create 
a serious problem. 

The CuamMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Brooks. You said it was a store? I couldn't quite hear you. 

Captain Arzs, It isa commissary store. 

Mr. Brooxs. A commissary ? 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. The next one is at Subic Bay, $2,098,000. 

Captain Airs. This is at the supply depot in Subic Bay. The 
5 items at this depot are $2,098,000. 

The first item, packaging and preservation building for $397,000, 
is required to replace an existing temporary and inadequate facility. 
Proper packaging for shipment in this tropical climate is essential to 
prevent costly damage or destruction of material at a location where 
replacement lead time is long. 

The second item, open storage area for $183,000, will replace six 
inadequate storage areas scattered from 1 to 6 miles from the depot 
site and which, except for one, are required for other purposes. The 
third item, utilities and services for $785,000, is required to support 
the other items in this project. The supply depot is located at a new 
undeveloped site. Utilities for those items in the fiscal year 1957 
program were provided. Needless to say, with approval of other 
items in this program, utilities and services must be furnished. 

The next item, roads and paved area for $653,000, includes minor 
roads and paving in connection with the facilities proposed in this 
program. In addition, a new road and bridge will be provided to 
by-pass traffic. The existing road must be closed to through traffic 
to provide required security for storage. 

The last item in this project is for security fencing and guard 
shelters for $80,000. These are required to protect supplies from pil- 
ferage or malicious damage and to control access to the depot site. 
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The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is Ordnance facilities. 

Captain Ares. Ordnance facilities. First is the naval ammuni- 
tion depot, Oahu, T. H., for $904,000. This is for a guided missile 
support facility and provides for storage, maintenance, check-out and 
issue of type C missile guidance and control sections, 

Existing magazines will be used for storage of the explosive com- 
ponents. This ¢ apability is required to prevent the necessity of ships 
having to return to west coast depots for loading type C guided 
missiles. 

Item 2, improvement to water supply system and land acquisition 
at a total cost of $138,000. There are no water storage facilities at 
this ammunition depot. This presents a serious fire hazard since the 
water supply line, which comes from the Oahu Sugar Co., cannot 
deliver the quantity or pressure required to protect our investment of 
over $8,000,000 in structures alone. 

This item will provide a concrete reservoir with necessary equipment 
to correct this deficiency. In order to erect this structure at a safe 
distance from our high explosive magazines, it is planned to purchase 
0.6 acre of agricultural land for $2,000 at a point close to the supply 
line. 

The last item, extinguishment of easement and road i improvement is 
for $188,000. An existing easement allows Oahu Sugar Co, use of a 
road through a restric ted area cont: lining a cls ssified activity. It is 
proposed to extinguish the easement by compensating the sugar com- 
pany for the cost of providing an alternate route to the sugar mill from 
the canefields. Included is improvement to an existing road to permit 
use by the 75-ton cane-hauling trucks. 

The CHarrman. Are we using that road now ? 

Captain Ares. They are using it. 

The Cuarrmman. What? 

Captain Aires. The Oahu Sugar Co, is using the road, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. So we will be getting the easement from them ? 

Captain Ares. No, this is to extinguish the easement which the 
company now has, sir. 

The CHarrman. Oh, to extinguish the easement. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Crramman. I see. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now “Naval communication facilities, Alaska, housing, $1,052,000.” 

Mr. Gavin. What page? 

Mr. Kevitener. 94—-A. 

Captain Attes. This is page 94—A. 

The CuarrmMan. These are family houses. 

ce ain Artes. The first project under communication facilities is 
at the Naval Radio Station, Adak, Alaska. 

There is one item, barracks, for $1,053,000. Presently, 383 men are 
crowded into a facility designed for 244 men. Adak’s rigorous climate 
requires personnel to spend a large percentage of their time indoors. 
Under these circumstances health and morale suffer. This project will 
correct the deficiency by providing a standard 166-man barracks modi- 
fied by addition of a full basement containing drill area and chapel 


86066—57—No. 36———34 








1940 


designed as a protective shelter. An enclosed passageway leading to 
the messhall and general barracks area will be provided. 

The Cuamman. Why not put the barracks in instead of using hous- 
ing? Because at first blush it would be family housing. 

Mr. Kevriener. The terms used to be “troop housing” for barracks 
and “family housing” for family housing. 

The Cuaran. Put in “troop housing.” 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next item 

Captain Artes. The next item is “Argentia, Canada.” It is for $844,- 
000 for communication facilities and $54,000 for barracks with mess. 
In support of air and sea defense of the United States, reliable com- 
munications with Newport, R. L., is required. 

You will remember, gentlemen, that yesterday we spoke of this 
communication line between Newport and Argentia. This is the 
other end of that link, the scatter system. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

(The balance of the justification is as follows :) 





By utilizing the concept of “Forward Scatter,” 99.9 percent reliability is pre- 
dicted. This project provides transmitter an dreceiver buildings, antennas, con- 
trol link, and standby power. The other item, “barracks,” will provide a bar- 
racks and mess for 10 men at the remote receiver site, Ship Harbor Point, which 
is about 5 miles by water from the naval station proper. Personnel must be 
housed at the site due to its inaccessibility and climate conditions. 

Mr. Brooxs. How much housing are you going to put? 

Captain Atrs. This is for 10 men. 

Mr. Brooks. How many ? 

Captain Armrs. Ten men who are needed to operate at this station, 
sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Will that give you all you need up there? 

Captain Atres. This is a small communications station some dis- 
tance from the big main station. 

Mr. Brooks. Oh, that is not the main station ? 

Captain Atzs. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. How far out is that ? 

Captain Artes. This is about 5 miles by water from the naval sta- 
tion proper, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Five miles? 

Captain Attrs. Five miles, yes, sir by water. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next item is “Naval communications sta- 
tion, Finegayan, Guam.” 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir. 

The next item is for one item at the Naval Radio Station, Guam. 
A bachelor officers’ quarters with mess for $594,000 is requested. The 
facilities for the permanent communication station have been moved 
from the interim site of temporary buildings to Finegayan Point. 
The bachelor officers’ quarters remains to be moved. The inactivation 
of the interim site will be delayed until the permanent bachelor officers’ 
quarters is provided at the new site, sir. 

The CHarmman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, our next item. 

Captain Ares. The next project contains 2 items at naval security 
group activity, Istanbul, Turkey, totaling $130,000. The first item 
for $55,000 is an operations building. Since establishment of this 
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unit in 1952 progressive expansion has resulted in repeated temporary 
additions to temporary buildings. This item will provide a permanent 
operations building. The other item for $75,000 is for a 39-man bar- 

racks building with mess. Present living quarters are overage crowded 
quonset huts. 

The Cuamman, What kind of naval activity do you classify “naval 
security activity ?” 

Captain Aires. This is a classified activity, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. What? 

Captain Anes. This isa highly classified activity. 

The Cuairman. Highly classified. All right. 

“Naval security group activity,’ ‘in Japan. 

Captain Ares. This is a similar type of activity, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, these 2 items are ap- 
proved. 

(The balance of the justification is as follows:) 

Our next project of one item is for radio receiving facilities at naval security 
group activity, Sakata, Japan, at a cost of $69,000. This facility was obtained 
through transfer from the United States Air Force. All buildings are satisfactory 
except for the communications operations building for radio receiving which 
this project will provide. 

The CuatrmMan. Now the next one is southern Japan, 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir, that is also in the same class, sir. 

The Cuamman,. All right, without objection, the item is approved. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

The Sixth Communications project, consisting of four items for a total of 
$726,000, is located at naval security group activity, southern Japan. Item 1 
is a direction finder facility costing $294,000. Operational requirements exist 
for a high frequency direction finder in southern Japan to provide accurate and 
eflicient direction finder service essential to national defense. Item 2 is trans- 
mitter and utility facilities at a cost of $122,000. The direction finder facility 
requires this to provide necessary communications, storage, and minor repair 
functions in support of its operations. 

The third item, barracks with mess for $48,000, will provide berthing and mess 
for 25 men in support of the direction finder facilities. The last item, utilities 
and services for $262,000, will provide necessary site preparation, roads, walks, 
fencing, and utilities necessary to establish and operate the direction finder 
facilities at this location. The site proposed is at Kuroishi and is to be trans- 
ferred to our use by the Army. 

Captain Artes. The last item is on Oahu. 

The CuairmMan. Radiostation. 

Captain Artes. The last project for overseas communications fa- 
citilies includes one item for the Communications Center and Naval 
Radio Station, Wahiawa, Oahu, at a cost of $4,392,000. Suitable space 
to permit installation of equipment required to implement the naval 
communication system modernization and improvement program is 
not available at this location. Also, additional facilities are required 
for the Pacific airborne early warning (Barrier) system to provide 
reliable circuits for the Barrier commander. The deficiencies are to 
be met by this project. 

The Cuarrman. How high does this stand on your list? Not very 
high, is it? 

Captain Ares. This on our funding list, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. What? 

Captain Artes. This is on the funding list, sir. 

The Cuairman. On the funding list? 
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Captain Artes. Yes,sir. This is 11th in the funding list. 
The Cuarrman. This stands higher 
Captain Ars. Very high, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Because it is a w arning system ? 

Captain Ares. It will have use in connection with the western ex- 
tension of the airborne early warning system. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Are you moving the location where you had that at east 
of Wahiawa, there ? 

Captain Firzparrick. Mr. Bray, we don’t presently have a com- 
munications center at Oahu. We exist in 6 different buildings in 
certain small square footages. 

Mr. Bray. You do have quite a large installation there east of 
Wahiawa for communications, or you did have for a long time. 

Captain Frrzparrick. We do have a sizable transmitter station, sir, 
and a sizable receiver station. 

Mr. Bray. What I am saying is this: You get the location Wahiawa. 
Is that where you are going to put the new station or is it a secret? 

Captain Frrz-Partrick. On Wahiawa, sir, is the present location of 
the existing receiver station and is the site proposed for this project, 
sir. 

Mr. Bray. And then you will combine some of those other locations 
there in Wahiawa ? 

Captain Frrz-Patrick. At which Wahiawa project we will concen- 
trate and combine several of our other present existing facilities. 

Mr. Bray. You have the land there now for your project? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. We do. 

Mr. Bray. You are not asking for more land ? 

Captain Frrz-Patrick. No,sir. No additional land is involved. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now yards and docks facilities: “Guantanamo Bay, $1,083,000.” 

Captain Ares. In the yards and docks facilities we have projects 
at 2 overseas locations which total $1,486,000. The first project, 
for one item, is an additional water supply facility at the public works 
center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, for $1,093,000. 

Contract was awarded June 13, 1956, for a cross-bay water line 
from the main base to Leeward Point which is presently being sup- 
plied by barge. However, additional loads drop pressure below mini- 
mum acceptable fire-fighting pressures, and the 14-inch main is in- 
capable of supplying adequate water to the cross-bay pipeline. In 
addition, treatment capacity must be increased to meet additional 
demands. The situ: rion will be corrected by this project by provid- 
ing additional pumping capacity, additional water treatment capacity 
and new water lines, including fire loops. The other project in this 
class is one item, “Utilities maintenance shop,” for the public works 
center, United States naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands, for 

$393,000. The utilities department operates and maintains the utili- 
ties for the naval station, ship repair facility, supply depot, hospital, 
magazine and air station. The development of this complex requires 
the development of the utilities operation and maintenance facilities 
to support it. 
(Mr. Smart, aside.) 
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The Cuairman. We are going into executive session in a few min- 
utes, but I want to clean up some things we left over there as we have 
a large attendance this morning. 

Now on page 16 of the bill we passed over the Long Beach item. 

Now the aviation section of the bill—get your printed bill, members, 
please. Itstartson page 15. We passed over Long Beach, $4,660,000. 
Now we will have to continue to pass over that until next week when 
we get a report from the subcommittee. 

Then on page 16, “Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, N. H., medical 
facilities, $391,000.” 

Now that is for consolidating the dental and medical facilities? 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Now we struck out a similar item in some other 
place and I think we will be warranted in adopting that as a policy for 
the time being and use the medical] facilities as they exist there today. 

Mr. Brooks. Which is that, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. That is on page 16, to strike out the $391,000. 

Mr. Keiiener. Lines 8 and 9, Mr. Brooks. 

The Cuarrman. Lines8and 9. I think that is consistent with what 
we have done elsewhere. 

Now that brings 

Mr. Puitein. What is the reasoning behind that, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHatrman. Well, just economy. We will get along all 
right 

Mr. Putten. Will you be able to take care of the personnel stationed 
there ¢ 

The Cuatrman. Yes, they can take care of everybody there. They 
have to walk a little bit farther to go from the dental clinic to the 
doctor’s office. The object of this was to have a building to house both 
of them. 

Just let them go ahead for the time being and use the facilities 
there. 

Mr. Puts. That is a very important base, a very important. ac- 
tivity. I don’t like to see that curtailed, 

Mr. Gavin. What was the other item we struck out? 

The Cuairman. We struck out—where is the other place we did the 
same thing ? 

Mr. Hess. In North Carolina someplace. 

The Cuarrman. In North Carolina. 

Mr. Gavin. What facility was that ? 

Mr. Ketitener. Camp Lejeune. 

The Cuarrman. The same kind—exactly the same kind. 

Mr. Gavin. I realize it was the same kind, but I am just wondering— 
our able colleague has pointed out it is a very important facility. 

The Crarrman. Everything in this bill is important. 

Mr. Gavim. I fully realize that. 

The Cuarrman. You have the facilities there today and they are all 
right. The object of this item was to consolidate them and build the 
building. 

Mr. Parrerson. If they were all right in the beginning, why would 
they ever submit this request to the House ? 

The CuarrmMan. Well, because it is more convenient to have all of 
the dental work and medical care in 1 building instead of in 2 or 3. 
That is the only reason. 
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Mr. Puen. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest we defer this item 
until we get some information about it. 

The Cuarrman, All right; without objection the item is deferred. 

Now I want to raise this question 

Mr. Gavin. In view of the fact, Mr. Chairman, that action has 
been taken relative to Portsmouth, I suggest the captain review the 
Lejeune matter and see what you can come up with at Lejeune. 

The CuarrMan. We will come to that in a minute. 

All right. . Now I think this: After examining this bill, I think we 
would be warranted in cutting out the naval runway at Chincoteague, 
Va., $2,881,000. 

Mr. Brooxs. Where is that in the bill ? 

The CuarrMAn. That ison page 17 of the printed bill. I think—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 20. 

The Cuarrman. That is for extension of a runway. I think we 
for the time being can get by without extending this runway. 

Captain Ames. Mr. Chairman, this is 1 or 2 I think you are going 
to mention. Now this runway extension is extremely important to us. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes; every item in this bill 1s important. 

Captain Airs. The amount we spend on this runway 

The Cuatrman. Or else you wouldn’t be here. 

Captain Atzes. If we crack up one plane, I mean, that will practi- 
cally pay for this extension. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. But you have to make some reduc- 
tion somewhere in this bill. I am offering the suggestion—I have gone 
over this bill. I read this book carefully. I am not trying to use 
the meat ax. We are operating scientifically on line items. I think 
the facts would support for the time being passing over this item there. 

Captain Ares. In addition 

The Cuatrman. So I am moving 

Captain Ares. In addition, we have some $53 million worth of 
other runway extensions. 

The Cuatrman. Yes; I know. 

Captain Artes. We hope to ask for in the future. 

The Cuatrman. Some of them you are going to carry on, but you 
can’t do it all at one time. 

Mr. Patrerson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question of the captain 
with reference to your extension in Virginia. How much will one 
ship cost that takes off from this runway ? 

Captain Armes. It all depends. The average of most of these jets 
is pretty close to $1 million, but some of our big ones, especially 
equipped with radar and things like that, may run $7 million and 
$8 million. 

Mr. Parrerson. Is there a possibility, with this short runway, of a 
crackup, Captain? 

Captain Armes. Yes,sir. That is the purpose of extending the run- 
way, to make it possible for heavy-loaded, fast planes to get off 
safely. If anything happens right at the last moment, the longer 
runway will allow the plane to set back then and not crack up, sir. 

Mr. Partrerson. Have there been any crackups to date, Captain? 

Captain Ames. May I ask Admiral Cooper to speak to this? 

Captain Sancer. I will get him. 

Captain Artes. It has been variously estimated that about one acci- 
dent a month can be attributed to lack of adequate length of runway. 
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Mr. Parrerson. You must have a load of traffic on this particular 
runway. 

Captain Arxs. This is an experimental station. We are operating 
some of our missiles from here. Some of the missiles that are on 
cruisers are being brought in here to land after we have operated them. 

The Cuairman. And you require 522 acres of ground there? 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. tenisneia, taking into consideration the cost 
of these airplanes that are operating out of this particular station, one 
crackup would be more than the cost of the extension. 

The Cuarrman. That is true on anyone else. But I will tell you 
gentlemen right now—off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Parrerson. Don’t you think there are some other places that 
we can make cuts. 

The Cuarmman, No. 

Mr. Parrerson. Rather than at the expense of an aviator’s life and 
some heavy equipment. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that is true. You can make that kind of an 
argument anyplace in the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. We have gone over this bill. Mr. Kelleher and I 
have read this bill from the beginning to the end, every one of these 
items. The Army’s bill was exceedingly tight. And this bill is tight. 
But you have to make a better record a we are making right now. 

I have but one vote on this committee. Now if you gentlemen think 
you can take all these items on the floor of the House and pass them, 
then I will just ask you to take the lead on it and do it. I will do my 
part, but I can’t guarantee what is going to happen. 

Now I know this item, without hurting the service, can be postponed 
for the time being. Now when you bear in mind there is over $2,200 
million that is going to be unfunded—they have now $285 million ? 

Mr. Keviener. $258 million, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Give the figures now, so the committee can under- 
stand it. This bill calls for $400 million—— 

Mr. Keviever. $435 million. 

The CuHarrMan. $435 million. 

Mr. Ketiener. Plus $42 million. 

The Cuairman. And add $42 million. 

Mr. Ketrener. Yes. 

The CuatrmMan. That is $477 million. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. They have $258 million in unfunded au- 
thorization at this time. 

The CHarrMan. $224 unfunded—— 

Mr. Keviever. $258 million. 

The CuHarrMan. $258 million. And they are going to ask the Appro- 
priations Committee for $385 million. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. All right. That is your picture. 

Now I say in all fairness to the Department and the committee, 
you have to scrutinize item by item some of these things and where 
it doesn’t hurt—of course, it hurts to a certain extent. But it is the 
places where you can do the least harm. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I think it is very wise that the chairman 
and Mr. Kelleher have gone over this bill. We might as well be frank. 
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The present attitude of the House is such that you are not going to 
get the appropriations you ask. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. If we allow an enormous amount of authorizations far 
beyond appropriations, this committee, who should be and I believe 
is the most interested in any military program in Congress, is going 
to lose complete control of any building at all. That is, if you let 
the authorizations get far beyond the appropriations, we have lost 
complete control of the military. I don’t believe it is the intention of 
Congress that we should do that. 

The Cuarrman. I think—— 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. May I ask a question or two? I didn’t understand 
the captain there. He says this is an experimental base. Isn't it? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Brooks. Then you said it was guided missiles, you have guided 
missiles there. 

Captain Artes. They bring in missiles after they have been launched 
from cruisers at sea, and land them on this runway. 

Mr. Brooxs. You are talking about crackups. Is it crackups of 
the missiles, or with the planes ? 

Captain Artes. With the operational planes, too, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. With the experimental planes? 

Captain Ames, The planes that go out and contro] the missiles have 
many electronics equipments. 

Mr. Brooks. And they are all experimental ? 

Captain Aites. Experimental and development work, sir, there. 

Mr. Brooks. It is mostly missiles, though, as I understand it? 

Captain Arzs. It is missile and development work there. 

Mr, Brooks. It is the plane to control the missile, is that it? 

Captain Artes. Sir—— 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Brooks. I am trying to get the facts now, Mr, Chairman. It 
is the plane that controls the missiles ? 

Captain Ares. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Is there any particular reason why the planes that con- 
trol the missiles have to require longer runways? 

Captain Artes. They have to be able to make practically the same 
speed as the missile, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Captain Ares. They are heavy, fast jetplanes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. They don’t have to be heavy planes, do they? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, they do. 

Mr. Brooxs. The whole thing is experimental, isn’t it? 

Captain Artes. May I have Admiral Cooper tell you of that, sir? 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Brooks, to control a Regulus 2, which is a 
supersonic missile, requires an F—8—U, which is a supersonic aircraft, 
to control it. Now those will be the two types of aircraft and missiles 
that we are talking about at Chincoteague, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I move that this item be struck from the bill 
for the time being. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Brooxs. I second the motion. 
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Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, I am going to support the motion from 
the standpoint of realistically approaching what is going to happen to 
us when we get to the floor of the House. I think everyone recognizes 
the temper over there and possibly the action today of the Congress— 
today and tomorrow—will give you a clearer picture of just what the 
people are thinking about. 

he CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Arenps. We are up against the proposition there—nothing po- 
litical about it—whether or not we are going to have the kind of 
defense in this country that we need. Some of us feel very deeply as 
individuals that the Appropriations Committee has gone very far in 
respect to reducing the appropriations bill before us now, the Defense 
Department appropriations bill. 

I just hesitate to think what may happen to us—and we do not want 
to happen to the Armed Forces Committee what happened to the 
Agriculture Committee the other day. 

he CuHarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Arenps. When the Appropriations Committee completely took 
over management of the Agriculture Committee. We can’t let that 
happen to us. 

The CuarrmMan. We have to be careful. 

Mr. Brooks. If you will read that report, you will find they have 
already begun to take over this committee. 

The Carman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say something too—— 

The CHarrman, I move 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. This committee is the largest legisla- 
tive committee in the House. We never come out divided like the 
Agriculture Committee or any other committee. 

Now if we are going to abdicate to the Appropriations Committee— 
and whenever they consider this bill if you have six members of the 
Appropriations Committee present, it will be unusual, because they 
operate as a subcommittee. 

Now regardless of what the action of this committee is—I am not 
talking about this item—I don’t propose to abdicate to them, because 
we sit here with a large membership present and those subcommittees 
of the Appropriations Committee have not more than a half dozen, 
and I don’t propose to let them frighten me into what we are going to 
do. I am going to sit up on the floor and continue the unified fight 
that we had in the past. I just don’t agree that a subcommittee of the 
Appropriations Committee is going to take over this great committee. 

The Cuamman. I don’t want this Committee to lose its high stand- 
ing in the House. When the House has a bill from this committee it 
knows it has been carefully considered and carefully screened. 

Now here is an authorization bill that involves about $1,700 million. 
And up to date in the Army and Navy we have only been able by 
line items—we have been running through the bill with fine marks on 
it—to reduce it only around $7 million in the Army and about $25 or 
$30 million up to date in the Navy, out of $1,700,000 authorization. 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman, I think 

The CuarrMan. We are getting the facts, and the facts warrant it. 
We must do what the facts warrant. In my way of thinking the facts 
warrant temporarily passing over this one item without any great dis- 
turbance on the part of the committee or on the part of the Department. 
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Mr. Parrerson. Well, Mr. Chairman, I just want to get my record 
straight with respect to this. I think that there are other places in 
this bill we could cut 

The Cuarrman. If you had been here all the time you would have 
been able to have probably found them, but we haven’t been able to 
find them. This will do the least harm of any one item I know of 
right now. 

Mr. Patrerson. Not according to the statement that was made here. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Parrerson. But clarifying my position, I don’t want to cut 
where there is anything of an experimental nature that is going to 
add to the defense of this country. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Parrerson. There are other places in this bill, I think, that 
could be cut. 

The CuarrmMan. I move that this item be stricken out. All in favor 
of it hold up your hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smart. Fourteen, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All opposed hold up your hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smart. Three opposed. 

The Cuarrman. The item is stricken. 

On the motion, the ayes are 14 and the nays are 3, and the item is 
stricken out. 

Now that brings us to page 18. We can strike out the word “Hert- 
ford,” and put “Harvey’s Point.” I suggest on the line item we 
reduce that from $8,051,000 to $5,728,000. That is on line 9, on page 18. 

Mr. Ketiener. Also, Mr. Chairman, on lines 8 and 9, the word 
“housing” is stricken. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, the word “housing” is stricken. 

Without objection 

Mr. Brooks. Tell us why we are doing that ? 

The Cuarrman. Because 

Mr. Brooks. I have gone along with the chairman. I want to cut 
it,too. But I want to know why. 

The Cuarrman. There are certain line items in the bill that we can 
eliminate. 

(Aside to Mr. Brooks.) 

Mr. Brooxs. Allright. I have no objection. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Rivers. What is it, Mr. Chairman? What is the total of that 
amendment ? 

The CrHarrmMan. $5,728,000 is the authorization. 

Now on page 19, we strike out “Naval air facility, South San Diego 
Bay, Calif. ; $6,795,000.” 

Mr. Gavin. What page is that, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. That is page 19 of your bill. 

Mr. Ketiruer. Line 8. 

The CHarrman. Line 8. 

Mr. Smart. And 9. 

The Cuarrman. We had that up the other day. Mr. Wilson thought 
that was a sound economy move, in view of the fact that the Seamaster 
has not yet been fully worked out. 
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Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Mr. Gavin. That is San Clemente Island? 

The Cuarrman. The whole item is stricken out. 

Now on page 19, line 11, strike out the figure “$9,433,000,” and sub- 
stitute in leu thereof “$9,365,000.” That is a line item that can be 
stricken out. 

Now on the same page, Marine Corps air station, El Toro, Calif., 
reduce the $3,736,000 by $116,000, line item, and that will give you 
$3,620,000. 

Now we are trying to do this thing properly. We are taking out 
items that we find can come out. 

Now in regard to the Mojave Desert item, reduce that from $7,088,- 
000—strike that out and put in lieu of it $3,281,000. 

I want to say that all these matters have been carefully considered 
and no harm is being done. 

Mr. Rivers. Did Mr. Kelleher consider these too? [Laughter.] 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next one, on page 20, Naval air missile 
test center 

Mr. Ketiener. Point Mugu. 

The CuHatrman. Point Mugu. . We concluded that this could be 
cut down to $3,469,000. 

Captain Artes. Mr, Chairman, that is another one of the runway 
extensions on a field. 

The Cuatrman. I know it. I know exactly. We have the book— 
every word you put in the book we know all about. We can do that 
without hurting. 

Then we have to add that item for Towers Field, $3,200,000. That 
is over at the Naval Academy, Towers Field. ‘That is in there. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Replacing it ? 

Mr. Brooks. $3 million what ? 

The CuHarrMan. $3,200,000. 

Then on page 21—without objection, all these amendments have been 
agreed to. 

On page 21 

Mr. Rivers. And a motion to reconsider is laid on the table. 
[ Laughter. | 

The Cuatrman. Reduce that item $5,147,000, $891, giving you a 
net of $4,256,000, at Camp Lejeune. 

Now that comes down to ordnance facilities. At Naval Ordnance 
Laboratory, Corona, Calif., which Mr. Bray asked to pass over 
yesterday. 

Mr. Rivers. What page? 

The CHatmrmMan. Any comment you want to make about that 
facility? I think it ought to go in. 

Mr. Bray. Well, I guess it is all right to build facilities when you 
already have them. That is my only objection to it. 

The Cuatrman. I think this is warranted, from the study that we 
have and the facts we have. We think it is warranted. 

Mr. Bray. I will only state my objection. 

The CHairman. Without objection, that item stays in. 

All right, mark it. 

Mr. Gavin. We will vote on it now and discuss it later. 

The Cuarrman. That is a good way to do, Mr. Gavin. That is the 
way we do in Georgia and Pennsylvania. [Laughter. | 
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The Cuatrman. Now the next item—now Members, we are on 
page 22. 

Mr. Bray. Also I think I raised an objection there to Daingerfield. 
The objection will still stand. 

The Cuarrman. All right, The next is on page 22. Service School 
Facilities. Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md. Now we struck out 
$1,602,000 and added $15,170,000. 

Mr. Huppiesron. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Now I don’t think we are warranted in doing that. 
Now let’s analyze that for one moment. We all know that the 
$1,600,000 is for the purpose of doing the groundwork and getting the 
ground in condition to build the wings at Bancroft Hall. The Navy 
Department has no idea of asking for any of that money for the wing 
construction to be funded now, and we would be certainly criticized 
if we go there and ask for $15 million when the committee has been 
informed by the captain that they do not need it and do not want it 
and we have all committed ourselves to build Bancroft Hall addition, 
but we must do it in an orderly way. 

First make the fill and get the foundation and next year you are 
coming in and asking for the money. 

Captain Artes. We do want the wings as soon as we can possibly 
get them. 

The CHatrman. Exactly. We all understand that. But you can’t 
build any wings until you get your ground in shape, isn’t that correct 

Captain Artes. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And this $1.6 million is for that purpose? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir, and to provide the detailed final plans so 
that next year we can go right ahead. 

The CuHarrman. Well, this is the first increment and the first step 
in building the wing and next we expect to make the money available. 

I don’t think the committee would be warranted in putting this $15 
million in here under those conditions. 

Captain Artes. We hope to be up here next year asking for the 
$13,800,000 to build those wings. 

The Cuarrman, That is right. So I ask to let the item stand at 
$1,602,000. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, I won’t object to letting this item 
stand as it is. I would simply like to say on behalf of the Board of 
Visitors, sir, that it was the unanimous feeling of the Board of Visi- 
tors that this would add impetus to the movement to provide the addi- 
tional wings at Bancroft Hall. 

The Cuarrman. We can put it in the report to tie it down so that 
everybody is committed to build Bancroft Hall as soon as we get the 
ground in shape. 

Mr. LanxForp. All right. 

The CuatrMan. We have to do things in an orderly manner. 

Now, members of the committee, yesterday—now we are down to 
page 22, at the bottom of it. Yesterday, I suggested we strike out 
the $13 million and make it only have $6 million. 

Now, I have studied this and I want the captain to develop what 
we did. I wasn’t on sound ground when I did it. 

Captain Amxs. Mr. Chairman, that would delay the construction 
of this radio station a matter of as much as 5 years. This is a very 
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important communication station for use in communication with our 
submarines. 

It is the only one of its type on the east coast. 

The Cuairman. You have bought the antennas; haven’t you ? 

Captain Aizs. No, sir. $9 million of this is to buy and build the 
first increment of the antennas, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, now, from the statement he said to me, I 
think we were a little too rough and crude and crusty in striking it out. 
[| Laughter.] So I suggest 

Mr. Brooxs. Which item is that, Mr. Chairman ? 

Captain Aitxs. The last item, at the bottom of page 22. 

The CHatrMan. Let it stay like it is. 

Captain Artes. Washington County, Maine. 

The Cuarrman. I studied that this morning. 

Mr. Brooxs. You don’t mind the reporter getting that down; do 

you ¢ 

The Cuarman. No. Let the reporter have anything I say. I 
stand on what I say all the time. 

Mr. Brooks. That is line 23 on page 22? 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Parrerson. The difference is $7 million that you are restoring ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes; we are letting the line item stand just like 
it was. And the facts warrant it. 

Now, that gets us down to page 25. Before the word “housing” put 
“barracks.” 

Mr. Smart. Troop. 

The Cuatrman. Now, that brings the bill down. 

Mr. Kettener. Mr. Chairman, may I make this suggestion? There 
are also several amendments for TACAN and also for the optical-land- 
ing system that will go in, in place of operational facilities. 

The CuarrMan. ‘That is right. In our figures, where do we stand 
there? Have you the figures? [Laughter. | 

The CuarrmMan. Now let the committee go in executive session. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuairman. Without objection, these amendments are agreed 
to. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr, Chairman, the Navy—— 

The CHatrmMan. Now wait 1 minute. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Rivers. 
You see we have added—I forgot to call your attention to this. We 
have added two items in this bill. We have added $620,000 for the 
purchase of the building in Houston and we have added 

Mr. Keviener. $675,000. 

The Cwarrman. And we have added $5 million—— 

Mr. Ketuener. $5,400,000. 

The CHarrmMan. For the construction of a hospital at Camp 
Jackson. 

Mr. Rivers. Fort Jackson ? 

The Cuatrman. No; those are in the Army. 

Mr. Ketiener. Those are both inthe Army. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Parrerson. How much have we saved in the overall bill ? 

The Cuarrman. I think it will run around $7 million roughly in the 
Army and it is going to ruan—— 

Mr. Ketiener. About $35 total, roughly, right now. 
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The Cnarrman. For the Navy. 

Mr. Keiiener. About that for Army and Navy. 

The Cuamman. $7 million was all we could cut in the Army, with 
these additions, and about—we will get to that. Now let the commit- 
tee go in executive session. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, in last year’s appropriation—I_ want 
Captain Ailes to hear this—we appropriated $148,000 for the dredg- 
ing of the naval shipyard at Charleston and they found that that esti- 
mate was low and since this bill has gone to the press and to the budget 
this estimate has come in and they are short $43,000. 

I would like to hear Captain Ailes on that because this is a project 
for maintenance at the naval shipyard and the estimate was low. I 
want to amend the bill to insert that additional $43,000 so they can go 
along with the work that we have already authorized. I want to hear— 
let the committee hear from Captain Ailes on that. 

Captain Armxs. We now have the clearance of both the Secretary 
of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget to request that amendment 
to prior authorization, sir. We were going to take it up when we got 
down to the amendments which we will take up at the end of the bill, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That comes in on page 31. I have gotten Mr. Kelleher 
to prepare the amendment. 

The Cuarrman. All right, we will take that up when we come to it. 

Let the commitee go into executive session. We have some little very 
important items here now. The committee will please go in executive 
session. All who are not connected with the Department of Defense 
and who haven’t clearance will please retire from the commitee 
room. 

Now I want to finish this bill today. If members will be patient, 
we will try to get through and then we will take a recess until Monday. 

Mr. Brooks. The Ww hole bill tod: ay ? 

Mr. Rivers. The Navy. We won't meet tomorrow? 

The Cuarmrman. No; if we get through with this, we won’t take up 
the Air Force until next week. 

(Whereupon, at 11:30 a. m. the committee proceeded to executive 
session. ) 

(The committee proceeded in open hearing as follows:) 

The Cuamman. Now I offer to the committee that we strike out 
section 203. Westruck out the same section in the Army. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, get your figures ready. Then add to the bill— 
what public law was it? 

Captain Ares. Mr. Chairman, on that section 203, we have the Dep- 
uty Chief of Naval Research here who would like to speak to that, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Oh, well, that is all right. We struck it out for the 
Army. We are going to strike it out here. We know what we are 
doing on this. 

Mr. Bray. Which section is that ? 

The CuarrmMan. Section 203. 

Now the next item—these appropriations bills previously passed 
will take $42 million more to carry them out; is that correct ? 

Captain Ares. That is prior authorizations. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Now the one at Charleston goes in 
here? Offer the amendment to include Charleston. It has been 
cleared by the Budget now ? 
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Captain Arnes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. It has been cleared by the Budget ? 

Captain Aims. Yes, sir, that is the item at the Naval Shipyard, 
Charleston, for $43,000, an increase in the previously authorized item 
for dredging equipment—— 

The Cuairman. All right, which page in the bill will it go? 

Mr. Ketiener. Just a moment, Mr, Chairman, 

The CHatrman. Page 28? 

Mr. Ketitever. Page 31, Mr. Chairman, following line 17, under 
shipyard facilities. 

The Cuarmman. All right, without objection, it having been cleared 
by the Budget, it goes in. 

Mr. Keviener. Right. 

The CuHarman. Now we automatically are compelled to grant 
these additional authorizations of the line items set out on the bill in 
page 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, and 32, due to the fact that they have been 
previously authorized. You can’t build those projects within the 
money we have provided, It adds $42 million, $4214 million more 
authorization to those items. 

Now that finishes your bill, Captain. Have you your figures? 

Mr. Ketiener. I have the net reduction, Mr. Chairman. It is 
$30,250,000 in the Navy title. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Kevtiener. In the Navy title only. 

The Cuatrman. Inthe Navy title, $30 million ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, is that the increased cost of the 
construction of last year ? 

The CuatrmMan. That isright. $4214 million. 

Mr. Winstreap. What percentage increase is that ? 

Mr. Keiiener. It has gone up 13.4 percent in the last about three 
years. 

Mr. Winsteap. Two anda half years. 

Captain Artes. In 18 months it has gone up about 13.4 percent. 

Mr. Winsreap. 13.44 

Captain Airs. 13.4 percent in the last 18 months. 

The CuatmrmMan. Now the committee will take a recess. 

Captain, get up all these books, No. 4, please. 

We will take a recess until Monday morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m. the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Monday, June 3, 1957.) 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, June 4, 1957. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., the Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of 
the committee, presiding. 
The Cuarrman. Now, let the committee come to order. 
Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing on 
H. R. 7130. 
We have reached the point in the bill where we now will take up 
the Air Force phase of the bill. However, before doing so, I want 
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to give the committee some figures. And I hope you will bear these 
in mind. 

Now the new authorization in this bill is $802,914,000. In addition 
thereto, there is in the bill increase in prior projects of $115 million. 
Now, those two sums make $917,914,000 in the bill for the Air Force. 

Now, the unfunded authorization heretofore granted to the Air 


Force by previous authorizations and previous acts of Congress is 
$1,523 million. 


The budget has approved and the President has requested an ap- 
propriation for fiscal 1958 for the Air Force of $1,153 million. Now, 
that will still leave an unfunded authorization of $1,287,914,000. 

The committee will recall that when we opened this hearing I had 
a prepared statement, which I submitted. I doubt whether the Air 
Force was here at that time because we were taking up the Army. 

But I do feel it important to refresh the committee’s mind, and to 
call the witnesses’ attention to that prepared statement. 

I said this: 


The construction program contained in this bill is of course based upon the 
forces which we plan to have over the next several years. In the case of the 
Army, the program is based on 1 million men. In the case of the Navy, it is based 
on 980 ships. In the Air Force, it appears that we are building toward 118 wings 
and this is a matter on which I would like to make some specific and detailed in- 
quiry of both Secretary Bryant and Secretary Douglas. Let me call to your at- 
tention this fact, that a year ago, on March 2, 1956, the Secretary of the Air 
Force, Mr. Douglas, testified as follows: “The Air Force installation program 
as you know, is aimed at providing an airbase facility request for a ready, effec- 
tive Air Force of 137 wings.” 

Mr. Douglas goes on to say: “Since the start of the present Air Force con- 
struction program which dates back to 1950 approximately $7 billion has been 
appropriated.” 

Presumably all of this $7 billion was used for 137 or more wings. Let me 
quote an additional statement by Secretary Douglas a year ago, wherein he says: 

“Today the Air Force has 128 wings, and we will have 131 on June 30”— 
this was June 30, less than a year ago. But today we are informed that we are 
building toward an Air Force strength of 118 wings. As a matter of fact, as 
of last March we had in existence 128 wings and we were to have 131 wings at 
last June. So we have 10 fewer wings than we had a year ago, and 13 wings 
less than we were to have last June. 

Now, I know the number of planes in some of these wings have increased, 
but I still wonder whether 118 wings could absorb the 19 wings which represents 
the difference between 118 and 137. 

Now, this in itself is confusing, but what makes it even more confusing is that 
the Air Force is asking for $803 million in new authorization in this bill plus 
another $115 million increased prior authorizations and has on hand in addi- 
tion $1,523 million unfunded authorization. 

So if we are to grant the authority requested by the Air Force in this bill, 
it would have available to it almost $214 billion in authority for at least 13 fewer 
wings that we were promised we would have today. 

This matter I want to go in into detail. 


Now members of the committee, we have the Secretary of the Air 
Force here this morning. This is the first appearance of the new 
Secretary of the Air Force, Mr. Douglas. We will welcome him to 
make any statement he desires to make in reference to it. 

But before he finishes and before this hearing is finished I think 
it is highly important to try to clear up these matters that I have just 
referred to. 

Now, Mr. Douglas, the committee welcomes you here this morning, 
and would be pleased for you to present your views. I trust you can 
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do so without interruption, at which time we will ask you some ques- 
tions. 

Has he a prepared statement, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir. Each member has a copy. 

The Cuamman. All oak 

Members, Mr. Douglas has a prepared statement which is on the desk 
before you. Let me get it. All right, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Doucias. Mr. Chairman, I will, as you suggest, present 
my prepared statement, and after that I will try to clarify some of the 
questions with respect to the wing structure that you have brought up. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Now you may proceed. 

Secretary Dove.as. I am happy to have the opportunity to intro- 
duce the Air Force presentation of its fiscal year 1958 military con- 
struction program. The Air Force has a vital interest in the develop- 
ment of a modern base structure. In fact, it must be considered equal 
in importance to the development of aircraft and missiles with in- 
creased speed, range, and striking power, for the degree of develop- 
ment of our airbases, missile sites, and radar stations determines the 
ellectiveness or these weapons as instruments of defense. 

Continued progress in the construction and modernization of our 
airbases is essential to maintaining the ready effective Air Force that 
our national security demands. 

I shall discuss briefly the recent adjustments in the Air Force wing 
structure and its effect upon our base programs, summarize progress 
in Air Force programs, and outline the fiscal year 1958 construction 
program for which we seek authorization from this committee. Gen- 
eral Rentz, Director of Real Property, then will present in more detail 
Air Force construction requirements. 

Following General Rentz, two special presentations will be made, 
one on family housing, and the other providing greater details of the 
force composition, deployment, and oper ational requirements which 
generate our programs for construction and modernization of Air 
Force bases. The latter presentation, as well as certain other informa- 
tion to be provided during the course of the hearings, is classified ma- 
terial which will be presented in closed session. The omission of such 
information from the published record is requested. 

The Air Force installations program of the last several years has 
as you pointed out, Mr. Chairman, been aimed at prov iding airbase 
facilities required for the 137 wing Air Force that in 1953 was ap- 
proved as the Air Force goal. 

For the construction of such airbase fac silities, approximately $4.7 
billion in contracts will have been awarded from fiscal year 1954 
through fiscal year 1957. The larger figure, Mr. Chairman, that you 
referred to, which I used last year, goes back, I believe, to 1951. 

The Coarrman. That is right—1950. 

Secretary Dovanas. 1950, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Doveras. The original goal of 137 combat wings by June 
1957 now has been modified after a thorough review of the Air Force 
task and today’s more modern and more powerful equipment and 
weapons. Though the Air Force now has a force of 137 wings, they 
include 4 troop carrier wings and one Matador wing not originally 
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included in the 137-wing-force plan. Five fighter wings have been 
eliminated from the original 137-wing force. 

In fiscal year 1958, we propose to reduce the force to 128 wings by 
dropping 5 strategic fighter wings, 1 tactical bomb wing, and 3 fighter- 
bomber wings. These changes are not arbitrary but stem from a re- 
view of the task to be accomplished and the means at our disposal to 
get the job done. 

There has been recent speculation and some expression of appre 
hension that the reduced wing structure of the Air Force might have 
Serious impact upon the utilization of existing airbases—with the 
possible closing of a considerable number. 

The reduction im the number of wings, however, is substantially 
offset in its effect on base utilization by the program for dispersal 
of the strategic bomber wings. This program has very high priority 
as it will both increase SAC’s alert capability and reduce SAC’s vul- 
nerability to attack. To avoid construction of costly new bases, the 
dispersal is planned to be made to the most economically and opera 
tionally adaptable existing bases. In some cases, such dispersal dis 
pl aces other type units, and in others leaves unused ¢ apacity on heavy 
womb wing bases where redeployment of other types of units is pro- 
gramed to obtain maximum possible utilization of existing base fa- 
cilities. 

No new aircraft operating bases will be initiated inside United 
States under the Air I orce construction program for fiscal year 1958. 
By virtue of effecting unit redeployments in combination with the 
reduced numbers of units, present base requirements for the forces 
will be satisfied by adaptation and utilization of existing bases. 

During the hearings last year on the fiscal year 1957 milits ary con 
struction program, the Air Force announced its intention to deve ‘lop 
two new bases: (1) a replacement site to be selected in the greater 
Portland area, Oregon; and (2) an Air Force facility at the national 
reactor test station, Idaho. Construction planned for the classified 
activities at the latter location has been deferred pending further 
development information on the operational requirements. 

The new base in the greater Portland area was proposed last year 
in line with the advice of the Congress to seek an alternate site to 
Portland International Airport where, up to that time, a satisfactory 
agreement could not be reached between the port of Portland, the 
Civil Aeronautics Administration, and the Air Foree on the eXxpanh- 
sion and use of the airport. , 

Negotiations have been reopened with the city officials of Portland, 
Oreg., and it is now believed that an acceptable agreement can be 
made which will continue Air Force operations at Portland Inter- 
national Airport. 

As a result, actions toward establishment of the new base in the 
greater Portland area have been terminated and the Air Force plans 
to fulfill its operational requirements in that area by provision of 

‘ather limited additional facilities at Portland International Airport. 
This action will effect a savings in time in providing full operational 
vapability as well as a considerable savings in construction costs. 

In fiscal year 1956, the Air Force obtained initial authorization to 
construct a new base in the Fort Myers, Fla., area to serve as a second 
air defense weapons center for fighter interceptor squadron training. 
Due to various delays and now to what is recognized as a somewhat re 
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duced need for such a training facility, the Air Force no longer plans 
to develop the proposed base at Fort Myers. 

For the past 3 years, the Air Force has included in its base program 
a proposed new air- det ense base in the northern Michigan area, last 
year authorized to be located at. Manistee. Again, as in the case of 
Buckingham, delays encountered, recent force adjustments, and other 
demands on available resources, led to the decision to proceed no 
further with development of a base in that area. 

Similarly, the Air Force does not now plan to construct three bases 
included in the Air Force fiscal year 1957 authorization program at 
Dublin, Ga. ; Mitchell, S. Dak., and Hobbs, N. Mex. 

I would now like to refer briefly to the program being made in 
the overall Air Force program, with particular reference to aire raft 
and weapons, because as you well know, the characteristics of the air- 
craft and weapon systems we use establish the pattern and type of 
operational facilities we must construct on our airbases, 

Air Force combat capability has increased substantially and will 
continue to increase. Our advance is shown by marked progress in 
many fields, including: (1) increased numbers and types of modern 
weapons; (2) introduction of more advanced aircraft into operational 
units, and oieuiiinal ‘apability of Matador units; (3) more effective 
deployment and dispersal of weapons and units; (4) improved warn- 
ing systems; (5) advances in support and logistic systems; (6) in- 
creased training and experience of personnel; and (7) profitable re- 
sults of an aggressive program of research and development. 

The last year saw production and assignment of the newest type air- 

raft to combat units. The Strategic Air Command has improved its 

ceealivied. Replacement of B-36’s with B—52’s continued with 4 of 
the heavy bomber wings scheduled for conversion by the end of this 
fiscal year. Dur ing the next fiscal year, 4 more of the 11 heavy bomber 
wings will convert to B-52’s, so that by the end of fiscal year 1958 our 
B-36 wings will be down to 3 and our B-32 wings will be up to 8. In 
addition, each B-52 wing will be equipped with 45 ) planes as compared 
to the 30 planes in a B-36 wing. 

Recent flight test flying on the B-58, our first supersonic strateg 
bomber, has been satisfactory. 

Our long range strike capability was dramatically demonstrated by 
the recent ‘globe- circling flight of three Air Force B-52’s. This flight 
also demonstrated the advantage we enjoy in air refueling which is 
now routine for our bombers and fighters all over the world. 

On May 13, F—100’s, single- place : supersonic fighter—demonstrated 
refueling nonstop performance in a flight of ‘6, from the United 
Kingdom to Jamestown, Va., with 3 of the flight proceeding on 
to Los Angeles nonstop. 

The B-52 round-the-world flight, significant as it was, would have 
been faster and easier of execution if we had been able to refuel with 
jet tankers, which will shortly be incorporated into our Air Force. 

In line with the overall modernization of our force, all fighters 
now under procurement are of the supersonic 100 series. The capa- 
bility of the Air National Guard and Air Reserve are increased by 
receiving F-86 and F-84 equipment earlier than originally planned 
by reason of aircraft being made available through reduction in the 
number of active fighter units. 
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In the transport field, the first C-133 turbo-prop cargo plane, de- 
signed for about twice the a whee. of the largest transports 
now in service, was flown last year. The turbo-prop C-130, a great 
advance over any troop carrier aircraft, is being assigned to Tactical 
Air Command medium troop carrier wings. 

The integration of missiles into the Air Force we: apons system con- 
tinues to hold high priority. Already in use by our all-weather inter- 
ceptor aircraft in operational units is the Falcon missile which is a 
dependable missile of high kill capability. The Air Force is also 
planning to use the Navy-developed Sidewinder air-to-air missile on 
certain day fighters. 

To supplement our fighter interceptors, we are pushing develop- 
ment of the Bomare ground-to-air missile, Once operational in effec- 
tive numbers, it should reduce our requirement for the types of short- 
range, manned interceptors we now have. Test flights of the produc- 
tion missile are encouraging. 

In offensive missiles, the first tactical missile in the Air Force is 
the Matador which has been in operational use since 1954, and is now 
counted as a full wing in the force structure. One wing is equipped 
and is in position in Europe. 

The Air Force has long-range surface-to-surface missiles under 
development—both air breathing and ballistic. The ballistic missile 
development programs are substantially on the schedule established 
over a year ago. Excellent progress is being made in these projects, 
and they are in various early stages of flight testing. 

As to adequate control and warning systems, we have continued to 
improve and expand our present warning lines. The main portion of 
the Distant Early Warning Line (Dewline) which provides the 
longer warning time so vital to timely launching of our retaliatory and 
air defense forces, is now nearing completion and will meet its sched- 
uled operational date. 

Eastern and western extensions to the main line are programed and 
partially funded. We are continuing the development, testing, and 
construction of Sage, our semiautomatic ground environment system 
which operates as a computing and control fac ility to control our 
advanced air defense weapons against multiple targets. 

An unfortunate effect of the urgent demand for our construction 
dollars and capability to build base facilities for all these high pri- 
ority Air Force programs has been the postponement of many essen- 
tial Air Force construction projects needed to provide a better stand- 
ard of living for our officers and airmen. These deferred personnel 
projects including family housing, recreational facilities, and the re- 
placement of substandard temporary World War IT troop housing, 
and dining facilities. 

The attraction and retention of skilled personnel required to man 
and support our varied weapons systems remains the central problem 
affecting the ready combat capability of the Air Force. 

The C ongress has provided great assistance in this problem by the 
enactment of legislation aimed at making service careers more reward 
ing for the individual and his family. Additional steps have been 
taken by the Air Force to make career service more attractive to the 
technically qualified and highly trained officers and airmen that are 
essential toa ready versatile Air Force. 
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Progress made was reflected last year by the Air Force being able to 
maintain a steady airman reenlistment rate of 44 percent “for the 
year, but the reenlistment of technically skilled airmen at the end 
- their first term continued at a discouragingly low rate, only about 

5 percent. 

iancaniod operation of the Air Force requires that these rates be 
substantially increased. We feel that the emphasis placed on the 
Air Force on construction of facilities which provide good living and 
working conditions contribute largely to personnel incentive and re- 
tention. We will continue to ask your assistance in solution of this 
problem. 

The lack of suflicient, adequate family housing continues to be of 
major concern to the Air Force. We continue to pay a comparatively 
high penalty for the lack of housing in reduced overall operational 
eflectiveness resulting from devoting so much of our force to training 
personnel replacements, long distances from quarters to the base, and 
separation of families. 

The prime source of our Air Force family housing in the Zone of 
Interior is now the new title VIII program relying on guaranteed 
mortgage payments. Except for Alaska and Canada, where we use 
appropriated funds for housing, our greatest potential for providing 
family housing in the overseas areas is the surplus commodity program. 

The appropriated funds programs are of course acceptable, but the 
history of the Air Force has demonstrated quite clearly that author- 
izations for construction of family quarters have difficulty in surviving 
the competition with other high priority operational items for ap- 
propriated dollars. It seems most unlikely that large housing projects 
will ever be financed as an expenditure in a single year 

Some definite program in providing housing has hdler made. The 
new title VII program can be an effective means for providing our 
housing needs. I regard it as important that an increasing number 
of Capehart projects be put under contract. 

With respect to the surplus commodity projects—here, again, the 
launching of a broad program has been severely delayed. Only one 
project is underway. Most of our programed projects are awaiting the 
“vo ahead” signal from the Commodity Credit Corporation, pending 
the outcome of an Army-sponsored barter type surplus commodity 
project in France. 

Rental guaranty is utilized only in those overseas areas where a 
surplus commodity project does not appear to be practicable. 

As of today, our progress since 1952 has been as follows: I won't 
ead 

The CuarrMan. You need not read it. 

Secretary Doucias. The figures, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Secretary Doveras. I think I will only refer to the fact that under 
title VIII we have completed for occupancy some 944 units. Those 
are all Abilene. 

We are also completing a project at Eglin, in Florida. I think 500 
units are nearing completion. And as you will note, there are some 
12,000 units under construction or ready for contract. 
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(The full chart is as follows:) 


Number of units 


Total pro- 
Under con- | gram through 

Completed | struction or fiscal year 

ready for | 1958 inelnd- 
contract ing completed 
Appropriated funds ‘i 1, 727 2, 526 7, 130 
Wherry 37, 775 100 38, 175 
New title VIII 944 12, 267 48, 786 
Total 40, 446 15, 193 4, 091 

Overseas 

Appropriated funds 2, 736 3, 646 
Surplus commodity 3, 935 10, 485 
Rental guaranty 1, 726 3, 241 5, 167 
Total. 4, 462 7,176 19, 208 
Grand total 44, 908 22, 369 113, 389 


Secretary Dove.as. As was noted last year, there are some housing 
requirements in the Zone of Interior where the Air Force has found 
it impracticable to develop a title VIII project and, therefore, appro- 
priated fund housing must be sought. These are principally at the 
aircraft control and warning sites, and for limited numbers of 
quarters at certain bases. Likewise, in Alaska and Canada, where the 
unit costs for housing are extremely high, it appears necessary that 
appropriated funds be used. 

We are, therefore, requesting at this time authorization of 1,507 
units in the United States, 840 of which are at aircraft control and 
warning sites, 

Construction cost estimates for family housing in Alaska and bids 
received at Goose Airbase, Labrador, have greatly exceeded statutory 
cost limits because of continuously rising construction costs. By 
separate action, we are requesting that the legal cost limitations be 
raised in Canada and Alaska to permit our utilizing already existing 
authorization to construct houses in those areas. 

Although General Rentz will discuss the content of the fiscal year 
1958 program in greater detail, I would like to summarize certain of 
its significant features. The authorization requested for the Air 
Force for fiscal year 1958 involves new construction amounting to 
approximately $803 million, of which $509 million are for projects in 
the United States, $229 million are for projects outside the United 
States, and $65 million are for classified facilities. 

In addition, an increase of approximately $114 million in authoriza- 
tions granted in prior years is requested to provide for increased costs 
on certain approved projects, bringing the total Air Force request 
to $918 million. 

The request for new authority provides for construction at 192 
major air installations, of which 129 are inside United States, and 63 
are outside the United States. In addition, the program coats 
facilities at a number of other sites and locations, including WAC 
W network projects, facilities for the development, testing and oat 
tion of missile systems, and facilities at classified locations. 





1961 


Over 40 percent of the total program is directly related to improve- 
ment of the strike cs rpability of the Strategic Air Command, and the 
maintenance of SAC’s constant readiness. These SAC operational 
and support projects include sites for strategic missile bases for dis- 
versal of the heavy bomber squadrons; additional facilities required 
ce the conversion from B-36’s to B-52’s; northern tanker bases; 
facilities and POL storage at overseas bases; housing and community 
facilities; and other essential base support items including aircraft 
maintenance facilities, ammunition storage, refueling facilities, mis- 
sion training facilities, and unit operations buildings. 

The dispe sal program, to reduce the vulne srability of the strategic 
force and increase its reaction capability was started with construction 
approved last year and is continued in the fiscal year 1958 authoriza- 
tion request. As I indicated earlier in my statement, the Air Force is 
achieving dispersal of the heavy bomber squadrons by adapting exist- 
ing bases to SAC operations. Fiscal year 1957 construction provided 
initial facilities for 11 dispersal squadrons bases, which with the exist- 
ing 11 home bases made a total of 22 heavy bomber bases. 

The fiscal year 1958 construction request schedules B-52 squadron 
facilities at 6 additional existing bases, providing with this year pro- 
gram, a total of 28 heavy bomber bases. In addition, the program 
adds facilities at the 11 home bases and the 11 first dispersal incre- 
ment bases begun last year. 

The dispersal bases include installations assigned to the Air Defense 
Command, Air Training Command, Air Materiel Command, and the 
Tactical Air Command as well as those formerly identified as SAC 
bases. Additional dispersal will be provided for in the next and suc- 
ceeding years’ construction programs under our present plans. 

Air defense receives a major share of the total fiscal year 1958 pro- 
gram with about 30 percent of the total program. Major items among 
the Air Defense projects include an eastward extension to the main 
DEW line; additions to operations buildings and utilities systems at 
existing war ning network sites to ac ‘ommodate and operate improved 
detection radar and control equipment; family housing at isolated 
aircraft control and warning sites which I mentioned earlier plus 594 
housing units at fighter intercept bases; first operational sites for the 
ground- to-air BOMARC guided missile; storage and checkout facili- 
ties for missiles and rockets carried by our manned interceptors and 
other facilities improving the effectiveness of interceptor operations, 
including operational shelters at northern bases, ramp power outlets 
to insure instant readiness of the interceptor aircraft, and troop hous- 
ing and community facilities. 

Included in the facilities supporting tactical operations are addi- 
tional sites and facilities for employment of the Matador guided 
missile. 

The program of the Air Training Command contains approximately 
$16 million for expansion of runway facilities at flying training bases, 
and auxiliary fields to facilitate training of pilots in advanced types 
of jet aircraft. 

At the Air Materiel Command bases we are providing for a mini- 
mum of modernization of hangars, shops, and other depot facilities 
to support the new types of equipment, and weapons systems being 
introduced into the Air Force inventory. 
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Technical facilities for research and development included in the 
program total $25 million. The major portion of these projects sup- 
port development programs for missiles. 

To provide a second increment of construction authorization in the 
development of the United States Air Force Academy at Colorado 
Springs $21,341,000 are included in the program. Major items to be 
provided by the new authorization in this bill include basic airfield 
facilities for the cadet flight training to be included in the curriculum 
and for combat readiness training of pilots on the Academy staff and 
faculty; the Academy hospital; dormitories for support personnel; 
the Academy chapel; and utilities. 

I think a brief statement of the progress the Air Force is making 
on the Academy program is appropriate at this point. The $126 
million previously authorized will construct the facilities required 
for the scheduled initial opening of the Academy in the summer of 
1958. ‘The overall master plan has been ap proved and final design 
has been approved for the major structures, and the utilities and road 
networks at the site. 

Approximately $117 million have been appropriated to date for 
construction. Work underway includes the road network, the water 
lines and reservoir, the main sewer lines, overall grading of the aca 
demic area, foundations, and purchase and erection of building steel. 

Construction is well advanced on major buildings such as the aca- 
demic building, cadet quarters, cadet dining hall, gymnasium, and the 
service and supply area 

In preparing the militar y construction program I have just outlined 
the Air Force has been highly selective. In addition, the program has 
undergone an exhaustive scrutiny by the Office of the Secretary of De 
fense, ‘and the Bureau of the B sudget. Recognizing the need for econ 
omy, we have included only those most urgently needed facilities which 
directly affect operational capability. 

Each year we devote the major portion of our construction funds 
and efforts to implementing high-priority programs for new weapons 
systems and new operational concepts. This, of course, is as it should 
be if we are to maintain the qualitative position necessary for ade 
quate defense. 

Doing this, however, leaves many other high priority needs which 
will not be met in the current year. 

Only minimum resources each year are available to improve our 
present base structure and replace substandard temporary facilities 
causing annual requireme nts for maintenance to continue to increase. 

Although we have made significant progress in the past several years 
in development of a base structure to support a modern Air Force, 
much still remains to be done. The need for concurrent satisfaction 
of base requirements for new weapons systems and elimination of de- 
ficiencies at present bases requires that expenditures for Air Force 
military construction be maintained at a level of at least $1.0 to $1.2 
billion per year probably for several years to come. 

In the course of your review of the Air Force program, it is our 
desire to furnish every detail of information and answer every ques- 
tion that you, Mr. Chairman, and the members of your committee may 
deem appropriate. I am sure that our construction program will bene- 
fit from the thought and attention it will receive from this commit- 
tee. 
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‘The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

I want to compliment you on your very fine statement. It gives the 
committee very valuable information relating to various phases of the 
Air Force. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, I would like for you, if you can, to go back and 
tell us why the bulding program was based upon 137 wings, and now 
you are down to about 118 wings, and yet we are continuing to make 
the same type of authorization we did for 137 wings. 

Why haven’t we about reached the point—— 

Secretary Dovaxas. Sir, may I refer to our wing structure, as it has 
developed in response 

The CuarrmMan. I am not concerned in that personally. 

I am not qualified to say what constitutes the proper wing structure. 
That is entirely a question for the military minds, 

You say you have 137 wings. And your whole building program 
was based upon the requirements of 137 wings. Then you ‘decided to 
reduce your wing strength and eliminated a great many wings. Now, 
the point I raise: Why haven’t you ample facilities to take care of the 
wings that you have ultimately decided is the proper wing structure 
to have? 

Secretary Doveras. You will notice that we are not asking the 
authorization of any new base. 

‘’he Cuarrman. I understand that. 

Secretary Doveias. And that we are explaining the elimination of 
a number of bases which we had previously anticipated building to 
fill out the requirements of a 137-wing force. Now, I think the prin- 
cipal ¢ change in programing from the first statement of requirements 
of 137 wings arises in the dispersal program for the heavy bombard- 
ment wings. 

I would like to call attention to the fact that 15 B-52’s plus a half 
squadron of big jet tankers on a single base carries with it a demand 
for extensive new facilities. And, as I have emphasized in my state- 
ment, a substantial part of our authorization request ties in directly 
with meeting the dispersal program of the heavy bombardment wings. 

The Cuamman. Now, let’s clear this up. 

Here is what you said, on page 2: 





The original goal of 137 combat wings by June of 1957 has now been modified. 


Now, I am not concerned about how you modified it. Now, we 
started off to building for 137 “wing Air Force, to give you whatever 
requirement was necessary for 137 wings. We have already author- 
ized some $7 billion. We have actually appropriated and you have 
spent, as you have said in this statement, some $4 billion. You found 
it necessary to reduce your number of wings. Now, what is running 
through my mind: having reduced the number of wings down to 118: 
am I correct about the 118? 

Secretary Dovatas. I think not, sir. 

The CuamrMan. Now, tell me what is the correct number of wings. 

Secretary Doveras. I think the number of 118 may have been men- 
tioned. It is our plan and under the 1958 budget program we will 
end the fiscal year 1958 with 128 wings. 

The Cuarrman. All right, 128 wings. 

Secretary Doveras. Right. 

The Crarrman. Then, that is nine wings less than your original 
goal, in numbers. 
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Secretary Doueias. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. Now, the 128 wings may be as strong or stronger 
than the 137 wings. 

Secretary Dove.as. Y es; I think that is right. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Secretary Douc.as. No question, sir, about that. 

The Cuarrman. I will go along with that assumption. All right. 
Now, then, we went out to build the nec essary runways and the nec- 
essary buildings to take care of 137 wings. Now, we are down to 128 
wings. Now, why haven’t we already expanded ’and built all that is 
necessary to take care of 128 w ings 

Secretary Doveras. Well, I think the most important factor needs 
a further development, of this dispersal of the heavy wings. 

We planned in the original 137-wing base structure 11 heav y wings. 
We had our heavy bombardment force on 11 bases—actually on 10 
bases most of the time, until recently. Now, we have to build new 
runways as 1 length, width and weight of pavement to take the 
B-52’s. We have avoided building any new bases, but we have had to 
accommodate existing bases—and I think we are doing it very eco 
nomically—to the operations of the B-52. 

Now, here is another thing. When we first started to talk 137 wings 
we were not definite on it, and that was the tanker program for the 
B-52’s. As you know, the B-52 program comprises some 600 B-52’s, 
45 toa wing, and we hope to disperse them 15 to a base. 

Now, we are providing in our planning 2 tankers for each 3 B-52’s. 

That indicates that we will have something approaching 400 jet 
tankers. These are very large modern, heavy aircraft. And we will 
have in that force of tankers re: ally as many big aircraft as the B-36’s 
that are being replaced by the B—-52’s. So if you will look at the tankers 


as a wing problem at 30, we have another 11 wings of tankers to take 
care of. 


The Cuarrman. Of course—— 

Secretary Doveias. And they are very big airplanes, demanding 
expensive facilities. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Secretary, at the outset of the hearings some 
weeks ago I was in a state of confusion about it, with the Air Force 
particula irly. Because we first started off to lay out a program and 
buy bases and put runways in and build buildings to accommodate 137 
wings. We reduced it down now to 128 wings. The thought ran 
through my mind why haven’t we practically buttoned up and built 
everything to accommodate 128 wings. But you say we haven't. 

Now, I would like to know why isn’t it necessary—put it this way. 
What is your future ee ¢ 128 wings? Are we building now 
for 128 wings? Last year we were building for 137 wings. Now, 
we are building for 128 wings. 

Secretary Doveras. There are a good many bases, both in this coun- 
try and abroad, which will have no construction. 

‘And the bases that will receive construction or for which we seek 
authorization this year are bases that have to have further modification 
in operational fac ilities to meet the requirments of modern, high-speed 
jet aircraft, or where we need to replace inadequate quarters and per 
sonnel facilities on the base. 

The Cuarmman. Well, you see we wrote in the report last vear that 
the whole authorization was predicated upon a program of 137 wings. 
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Now, we are back to 128 wings. Now, the Congress will want to know 
what objective you are building to. Are you building for 128 wings 

or are you building for 137 wings, or are you just building because 
Congress has been giving you authorization to build ? 

Secretary Doveras. No, sir. We build only because we think we 
have an urgent requirement to build to take care of the Air Force that 
we all want to have. 

The Cuamrman. Now, I won’t pursue it any further. 

Mr. Brooks, have you any questions ? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes; I would like to compliment the Secretary for a 
very clear statement there, one of the clearest I have read, on the Air 
Force, in a very long period of time. 

But the very fact that it is clear brings to my mind certain questions. 
For instance, not exactly but in a similar vein to that of the chair- 
man: I have been disturbed myself in reference to the dropping of 
these five fighter wings that largely affect the SAC. 

I know there are men high - in the councils of the Air Force that 
are disturbed, too, about that. Now, in dropping those, are you going 
to eliminate those bases? And how are you going to use those bases ¢ 

Secretary Doucias. No. We are sc scheduling practically every fa- 
cility we have, and all the facilities we have I expect will be fully uti- 
lized, with very few exceptions. And no facilities are not scheduled 
for utilization in the current year or in the next year. 

The five strategic fighter wings that you refer to, sir, came into Air 
Force planning in the early days of the B-36 when it was thought nec- 
essary to provide a fighter protection within SAC for S AC's long- 

range bomber force. 

With the deve lopment of our longer range ¢ capability, we think that 
we really are losing nothing important in our SAC capability by can- 
celing out these wings. We can use the base facilities and the person- 
nel much more effectively in increasing the heavy bomber operation 
as we are through going to 45 aircraft per wing from the 30 that we 
have had in the past, and bringing in the new “modern large fleet of 
tankers. 

Mr. Brooxs. Well, I have heard some—I am not going to pursue 
that further. I want to ask you about housing. But I have heard 
some of the men high in the councils of the Air Force take a very 
strong position to the contrary to that. 

Secretary Doucias. With respect to the strategic fighter wings? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes, yes, sir. I sure have. 

I want to ask you about the Capehart housing there. 

Are you making any substantial progress in your housing needs? 

Because I think that is one of the greatest problems you have now, 
and that is providing your men with housing, both overseas and at 
home. 

Are you making any substantial progress ¢ 

Secretary Doucuias. Well, do you refer to overseas, Mr. Congress- 
man ¢ 

Mr. Brooks. Both. 

Secretary Doueras. Both. 

Mr. Brooks. I am going to ask you about these—— 

Secretary Dovatas. If you turn to page 11, I think we have there 
the best quick summary of our housing program in its present status. 
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Mr. Brooks. Well, I have studied that since you have been talking. 

Secretary Doucias. We have been slow in making progress on the 
Capehart projects, but we now have close to 1,500 available or available 
almost immediately, and with 12,000 under construction or ready for 
contract, we think that that is real progress, and we are very hope- 
ful that we may put a very large part of our requirements under con- 
tract during this next year. 

Mr. Brooks. This 48,786 that you referred to there in your table on 
page 11: Will those be completed at the end of fiscal year 1958 ? 

Secretary Doue.as. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Will they be started at the end 

Secretary Doueuas. | think it is a very optimistic figure for starting 
in fiscal year 1958, but we are bending every energy toward getting 
projects in that number underway. 

Now, I think it might be worth while to state that the number of 
projects presently approved—— 

General Rentz. General Gill will handle this in detail. 

Secretary Doueias. General Gill will go into this in a good deal of 
detail in his presentation. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Secretary Doveras. But I would like to put in the record right now 
the number—— 

Mr. Brooxs. Let me ask you, then, another question, Mr. Secretary. 
We can go into the details with General Gill. 

Secret: ary Douexas. All right. 

Mr. Brooxs. Overseas, where you have these NATO bases, are you 
making any substantial progress with reference to housing our troops 
at those bases? 

Secretary Doueuas. Yes, sir; we are, at some places. Only a little 
more than a month ago I was able to stop at Chaumont, which is a 
fighter bomber base where we have some guaranteed rental housing 
and we also have a substantial number of trailer units. 

I had been very skeptical about the trailer experiment—— 

Mr. Brooks. Well, they are pretty expensive, that trailer experi- 
ment. 

Secretary Dovetas. What? 

Mr. Brooxs. A trailer unit 7 rather expensive, too, over there. 

Secretary Dovueras. Well, I am not sure that the cost isn’t just 
about commensurate with oo we get in relation to the housing. My 
recollection is that the cost of the ‘trailer unit runs about $7,000 in- 
stalled. The people who are interested in keeping it up and making it 
attractive can do a very remarkable thing with trailers. 

I was much impressed with many of them. 

Mr. Brooxs. They are pretty small. I saw some of them. 

Secretary Doveias. But they are extremely small and they certainly 
are not the kind of units that we like to have our officers and airmen 
living in. 

These bases, however, depend very largely at the present time on 
trailers, and rental housing. 

And some of the rental housing is pretty far away from the bases. 

But we are getting along a lot better than we did the last time I 
looked at those bases. 
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Mr. Brooxs. Chaumont was one of the bases I had in mind over 
there, where you were in trouble on housing. But there are a lot of 
others. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

(Mr. Kelleher, aside to chairman.) 

The Cuatrman. I| just want to clear up one thing. Now, Mr. Bryant 
advised the committee that the number of wings would be 118. "You 
advised the committee the number of wings will be 128. 

Secretary Dovucias, No, sir. 

Excuse me. I advised you that the definite program of the Air 
Force is 128 wings at the end of fiscal year 1958. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Douexias. As far as I know, there has been no definite an- 
nouncement of wing structure program after the end of 1908, 

The CHatrman. Well, now, anyhow 

Secretary Douatas. There have been tentative programs looking 
to our whole future wing structure. 

The Cuamman. What you and Mr. Bryan should do is get together. 

I have information from Mr. Bryant that it will be Lis wings, and 
you say 128 wings. I don’t know which and the committee don’t know 
which. But just get together, and give us the information. Now, 
another question I want to ask—— 

Secretary Dovueias. I am sorry, but who do you refer to, Mr. 
Chairman ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Floyd Bryant. 

Secretary Dougias. Oh, Bryant, excuse me. 

The CHairMan, Mr, Bryant, yes, who is the head of all the con- 
struction program. 

Mr. Smart. Properties and Installations——- 

Secretary Dovuatas. If he used such a figure, Mr. Chairman, he is 
not talking about 1958. 

The Cuairman. All right. Now, let me ask you one question, and 
then I will go and ask the other members. Now, in view of your 
reduction in your appropriation of $16 billion being cut some $600 
million and in view of the reduction of 9 wings, are there any bases 
operating today that will have to be closed up ¢ 

Secretary Dovenas. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, are you in position now to advise the com- 
mittee or will it be proper for you to advise the committee now or 
would you like to do it a little bit later on ? 

Secretary Douexas. | think I would prefer to discuss that with the 
committee a little later. 

The CHairrmMan, All right. Thank you. Now, Mrs. 
have you any questions ¢ 

Mrs. Sr. Georce. Actually—— 

The CHarrMan. We asked that. We will take that up a littie bit 
later, Mrs. St. George, any questions ¢ 

Mrs. Sr. GrorGe. oa Chairman, I also am a little bit confused on 
this same subject. I don’t like to belabor it too much, Mr. Secretary. 
But I notice on page 2 that you say: “Though the Air Force now has 
a force of 137 wings.” Am I to understand, then, that this drop in the 
number of wings is to take place first in 1958, when it will go to 128 
wings ? 

Secretary Doveras. That is right. 
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Mrs. Sr. Grorce. And then possibly again when it will go to 118 
wings. 

Secretary Douctas. Well—— 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcr. Then is this going to be a sliding scale 

Secretary Doueias. There is no firm programing be low the 128 
at the present time. Now, when we start planning out 2 and 3 and 
4 years into the future, we try a lot of different force combinations 
in relation to anticipated resources, in relation to the development 
of new weapons systems, and I think it is very likely that the number 
of manned aircraft wings will decrease after 1958. But our firm 
program today is 128, or 8 less than we have now, at the end of 1958. 

Now, perhaps it is worth saying a few words as to why that is 
a natural action to look forward to. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Secretary Doveras. The Air Force 

(Mr. Kelleher, aside to chairman. ) 

The CuHarrMan. You said in your answer to Mrs. St. George after 
1958 you will reduce. 

Secretary Dovuctas. I said I think it is very likely, yes. Because 
the Air Force at the present time has the tremendously difficult 
problem of trying to create a missile force. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Secretary Doveias. In ground-to-air missiles. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Secretary Dovue.as. In surface-to-surface missiles, in air-to-surface 
missiles. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Doveras. All of which will 
will certainly have some effect in reduci 
aircraft units. 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Doveias. Now, our difficulty is that it is less than unsatis- 
factory to program manned wings out of the force before we really 
know what the missiles will do. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Dovuaias. We are just in the process of testing at a point 
where we can order missiles for inventory. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Secretary Dovenas. And this produces the Air Force Budget 
problem. 

The CHatrman. In view of that statement, why shouldn’t we be 
very cautious in authorization, to increase the capacity of manned 
aircraft ? 

Secretary Dovenas. Sir, you should be. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Secretary Dove.as. And I think you will find that our program 
evidences a great deal of caution and I feel quite sure that we are 
not asking authorization for any construction that it is not clear 
will be required for a foreseeable time of a number of years. 

The Cyaan. All right. Go ahead, Mrs. St. George 

Pardon me. 

Mrs. Sr. Greorcr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

That is about all. In other words, Mr. Secretary, this whole reduc- 
tion depends on your missile program, isn’t that correct ? 


increase our capability and 
ng the requirement for manned 
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Secretary Dovoerias. Yes, and that is why I say-— 

Mrs. Sr. Grorar. Yes. 

Secretary Dovexas. I think it is a mistake to put a firm number 
on 1959 or 1960 or 1961. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorer. Yes. In that way you have to look only 1 year 
ahead each time because of your missile program which is changing. 

Secretary Douaias. We have to look further than that tentatively. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcr. Tentatively, yes. 

Secretary Dovueias. But I think it is a mistake to regard it as firm. 

Mrs, Sr. Grorce. Yes. 

The CHarrman. Then, as the missiles develop, it would be possible 
to reduce a great many wings of manned aircraft? 

Secretary Dovuauas. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now then, are we building on the right line on 
these fields to take care of the missiles, or are we doing all the building 
on manned aircraft? And is the building that we are doing now 
going to be able to be used in the missiles ? 

Secretary Doveras. I think the area——well, the area in which we 
perhaps get the first saving in manned aircraft is evidenced in the 
action proposed for 1958. ‘That is in the Tactical Air Force. We are 
decreasing fighter bomber wings, and in doing so we are reducing the 
support to Army ground forces that the ‘Tactical Air Force has tradi- 
tionally provided. 

Now I believe that that is acceptable to the Army, to the extent 
that it is being carried out or proposed, because of the capability of 
the Army to provide a ground support with a number of new short- 
range ground-to-ground missiles. 

The Cuatrman. Well—— 

Secretary Doveras. Now in the air defense system the Bomare 
that I referred to, which is comparable to an interceptor with con- 
siderable range, will certainly provide occasion for reducing the num- 
ber of interceptor wings in the air defense force. 

Now with Bomare, it is our expectation that we will look at 
Bomare squadrons on existing interceptor bases. So we will not 
go out to find sites for new bases or construct new bases. 

We will have to construct fairly complicated sites and the expense 
will be considerable, but it will be much less if we can look forward 
to the support facilities that already exist. 

The CuairMan. Well, put it this way 

Secretary Doucias. Being available for Bomare. 

The Cuarman, I want to ask two questions. Then with the full 
development of missiles of all types, that will in turn lessen man- 
power, will it not? And won’t it also lessen the requirement of such 
long runways? And won’t it also lessen the requirement of such large 
ground installations, in the number of buildings and troop housing, 
and all those things ? 

Now that is what is worrying me. Because we all recognize we are 
right at the threshold—— 

Secretary Dovuaias. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Whenever it may be, that manned aircraft won’t 
play the part in the future that it has played in the past. 

You are right on the threshold of something new. 

Secretary Dovenas. Yes, sir; I think that is right. 
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The Cuarrman. And yet, we are spending here billions of dollars 
on the conventional or the old method. 

Mr. Pure. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuamman. Wait 1 second. 

Secretary Dovucias. We are spending a lot of money on the perhaps 
conventional manned aircraft systems. 

I am sure, however, that from an Air Force point of view the best 
construction dollars we can possibly spend is to provide dispersal for 
the B-52 wings, and for the tankers, because it is in that force as I 
see it that for quite a number of years to come we will have our main 
strategic striking force. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Secretary Doveriss. And our main deterrent to any aggressions 
from the outside. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Philbin? 

Mr. Pritery. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to observe that I think the 
chairman put his finger on a very crucial and very important factor 1 
this picture. 

I would like to have the Secretary state whether or not it is the posi- 
tion of the Air Force to retain substantially in effective numbers the 
so-called manned wing numbers until such time as you have ac 
quired sufficient experience with the so-called missile system to war- 
rant the belief that they will be eflicient and effective. 

Secretary Douai I think I understood the whole question. if 
I am correct, my answer is that we must retain our full capability with 
manned aircraft until we know what we can do with missiles. 

Mr. Putter. Until such time as you are sure. 

Secretary Doucrias. Now i wouid jike to make this sugges ion, LOO, 
that the whole missile capability and problem as the chairman sug 
gests is so new that there are a great many things we do not know. 

Mr. Putter. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And we must continue along 

Secretary Doveras. It may very well be that we will, in some missile 
areas, need a very large manpower. And the reason we will—the first 
reason that comes to mind—is that the missile force will have to be 
an alert, ready force. It will have to be manned as the fire depart- 
ment is. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman— 

Secretary Doueias. And we may need more people than is general- 
ly expected at this time. 

Mr. Puiiern. As to highly trained technical people. 

Secretary Doveias. What? 

Mr. Puirern. Highly trained technical people. 

Secretary Dowexras. Oh, very, very. 

Mr. Brooks. Is there anything, Mr. Secretary, in recent develop 
ments that would lead you to believe that you will have a break 
through in this missile program any earlier than you have previously 
expected ¢ 

Secretary Doverias. A breakthrough ? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Secretary Doveuas. In missiles? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes, in the development of the missile program earlier 
than you previously expected. 

Secretary Dovetas. I don’t think so, sir. 
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Mr. Brooxs. In other words, there is nothing new that would rush 
this program on ¢ 

Secretary Doveras. No, sir; not in my opinion. 

The Cuarrman. Mr, Reece, any questions? 

Mr. Reece. Yes, if I may, Mr. Chairman. 

In regard to the DEW line, has any progress been made in the ar- 
rangement for a DEW line in the southern border? This, however, 
may not be the right place to discuss it. If so, I will defer it. 

Secretary Douexias. I would answer that no arrangements have been 
made, ' 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. 

Secretary Dovcias. That doesn’t mean, sir, that there are not such 
radar planned in various locations. 

Mr. Rerce. It is something the Department is interested in, I as- 
sume, 

Secretary Dovenias. We are interested. We have given study to 
the problem. 

The CHatrmMan. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. I note on page 4 and page 5 reference to the airbase 
that was proposed for greater Portland area. 

Secretary Dovueias. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. And then the base that was proposed for Fort Myers, 
Fla, area. 

Secretary Doue.as. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. And the base that was proposed for the northern Mich- 
igan area. 

Secretary Dot GLAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. And the base proposed at Dublin, Ga.; Mitchell, 
Dak. ; and Hobbs, N. Mex. 

1 concluded from your statement, now that those airbases are defi- 
nitely out of the program; is that right? 

Secretary Doucias. That is my opinion, sir. 

Mr. Gavry. Can you tell us how much money was authorized or 
appropriated for those bases ? 

Secretary Doucias. No money was appropriated except some plan- 
ning money and perhaps some funds for real estate a couple of years 
ago when Kalkaska was authorized in Michigan, and we may have 
spent some money in connection with the Florida base. About $100,- 
000 I am advised may have been spent in connection with acquiring 
real estate for Buckingham. 

Mr. Gavin. No large appropriations were made for actual construc- 
tion, 

Secretary Dovueias. No, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. So these are definitely out now, period. 

Secretary Doucias. They are out of the Air Force program at the 
present time. 

Mr. Gavin. The bases that I mentioned, so we have a record of it. 

Secretary Douanas. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. So you no longer are interested in building these bases. 
So there is some cutback on the program for the size of the w ing struc- 
ture, I might say, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmrman. I might add that I don’t think they ever were 
interested in them. [ Laughter. | 
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Mr. Gavin. Well, we have heard considerable 

Secretary Doveras. No, sir, that is not quite right. 

There were two schools of thought on the SAC bases that were 
included. 

The Cuarrman. That is good. 

You are going to use present existing facilities. 

Secretary Douctas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, there is an interesting question here. 

Now, here are six bases that I presume they justified before this 
committee, that were approved, and now they find 

The Cuatrman. No, no, that is not exactly correct. I don’t think 
they ever justified. They just put it in there vi et armis, I think is 
a good expression. [Laug ohter. | 

Secretary Doucias. W ‘e justified the first three. 

The Cuatrman. Anyhow, you are not building them. 

Secretary Dovcias. W e justified the first three. 

The Cuarrman. They were just setting up a method to disperse it 
all over the country. 

Secretary Dovueras. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Gubser, have you a question ? 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Secretary, I was confused by some of your answers 
to the chairman’s earlier questioning. I would like to clarify it in 
my mind, by giving you what my impression was and then asking 
you whether or not I am correct or incorrect. 

I got the impression that your presently contemplated 128-wing 
Air Force will use more heavy aircraft, requiring extraordinary facil- 
ities, than the present 137-wing force; is that correct ? 

Secretary Dovuetas. I don’t think I can answer yes or no to that 
because it depends on whether you include the full number of heavy 
jet tankers in the 137-wing program. 

Mr. Gupser. That I am including. I am saying require more heavy 
aircraft, which require extraordinary facilities, and I will include in 
that your B-52’s and your jet tankers, which are a necessary com- 
plement to the B-52. 

Are there more heavy aircraft within that category in the presently 
contemplated 128 wing force than in the present 137-wing force? 

Secretary Dovatas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Secretary, if during any of these ques- 
tions that may be propounded by a member you think it should be 
answered in executive session, have no hesitance to say so. 

Secretary Doveras. Right. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Doyte. Mr. Secretary, I refer to page 9, the middle paragraph 
there, dealing with the question—where you recite there is 44 percent 

reenlistment of airmen but only 15 percent of technically skilled men, 
or a difference between those two classifications of 29 percent. 

The only items you relate as inducements that you are familiar with, 
at least that you set forth here, to try to increase that 15 percent up 
to where manifestly it should be is good living, and working 
conditions. 

Now, what other factors—— 

Secretary Doveras. Congress— 
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Mr. Doyir. What definitely is the Air Force doing to meet this 

rapidly increasing hazard ¢ 

Secretary Doucias. Well, 1 might say to start with that 15 percent 
doesn’t look very good, and it is very unsatisfactory to us, but it 
is about three times better than the rate we had—— 

Mr. Doyie. How long ago? 

Secretary Doueias. In 1954 or 1955. 

Mr. Dorie. You mean it is higher than it was then. 

Secretary Douanas. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Doyie. How much higher? 

Secretary Doucias. I said the 15 percent, even, is nearly 3 times 
as high as at the bottom. The 44 percent oh, compares with—I may 
have to correct this for the record, sir, but I would say 28 percent. 

Mr. Price. Pardon me. You mean the situation is improving. 

Secretary Douauas. Yes, it has. 

Mr. Price. You said the figure was higher. 

Secretary Dovcras. But it is still very unsatisfactory with respect 
to the technical people. 

Mr. Dorie. Now, may | renew my question. What else are you 
doing to get that up to where you feel encouraged about it? You 
say you are discouraged here. 

Secretary Doucnas. That is right. 

Mr. Dorie. What are you doing to get an encouraging reenlistment 
rate of technically skilled men ? 

Secretary Doveias. Well, we try 

Mr. Doyte. Besides good living and working conditions. I assume 
they have been working under good working conditions. 

Sie tary Doue.as. W ell, we have had—in some situations I would 

they do not have favorable conditions, but they are improving. 
The Congress has been very helpful in certain legislation of the last 
few years. Medical care of dependents, for example. The great 
change came when we did away with subsidy to people to leave the 
service, and provided substantial bonuses to keep them in the service. 

Mr. Doyte. No further questions. 

Secretary Doucras. For reenlistment. And this rather high rate 
overall on airman reenlistment, I think, is probably more due to the 
reenlistment-bonus provisions than to anything else. Now, as to some 
of the things that the Air Force does to keep people in. We think 
that one of the most disrupting forces and one of the most trouble- 
some difficulties to take care of is frequent changes of station. If 
people are permitted to stay in a place and learn their job, they are 
likely to be reasonably contented. 

The Cuatrman. Well, Mr. Secretary—— 

Secretary Doveras. If they are moved around the country several 
times a year, they don’t want to stay. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Secretary 

Secretary Dovetas. I think we have accomplished a good deal in 
that direction. 

The CHarrman. Have you adopted the policy to let a man get 
acquainted with his house before you move him # 

Secretary Dovenas. I couldn’t hear, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I say, have you adopted a policy to let an officer or 
an enlisted man get acquainted with his home before you order him 
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moved somewhere? I think all three departments are subject to some 
criticism for the constant moving of personnel from one end of the 
country to the other. A great many dollars could be saved. I think 
the Appropriations Committee is warranted in refusing to appro- 
priate so much money for transportation, to require you—when you 
detail a man, let him stay there at least until he knows where he goes 
at nighttime. [| Laughter. | 

Secretary Dovcias. We are trying to do that. 

The CHarrMan. As it is now, you order a man to Alaska, and he 
stays in Alaska 2 or 3 months. The first thing, why, he will be ordered 
to Texas. Then you will switch him down to Georgia, and up to Maine. 
He is just around and about. And his family is harassed. It costs 
money. Iam not going to take up the time. I do hope you will try to 
use a commonsense approach to it. Leave him there—don’t order him 
in the first place unless you need him. Then, if you need him, let him 
stay there and don’t move him 2 or 3 months after he gets there. 

Mr. Cunningham ? 

Mr. Cunnincuam. No questions. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Secretary, what the chairman is trying to say is 
leave him in Georgia. [ Laughter. | 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bates, any questions / 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Secretary, at what point do you determine that 
items which have been previously authorized and for which you 
haven’t asked for appropriations should be rescinded ? 

Secretary Doveras. Well, the present situation, Mr. Bates, is that 
the lapse of 5 years without funding automatically rescinds authoriza- 
tions. And that seems to us a pretty satisfactory provision in the 
law, because it will in time do away with these big authorizations 
that we know we have no use for. Now, the chairman referred to, I 
think, $1,523 million of authorizations on the books. There is a con- 
siderable part of that that we would like to have. There is probably 
something like $500 million or $600 million that we will try to include 
in the financial plan. But I think it is safe to say, as a generalization, 
that of that $1,500 million, some $800 million will never get under 
contract. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I wonder if we can get a look at those, so we can 
eliminate those right now. 

The Cuarrman. May I ask 

Secretary Dovatas. If we are not going to spend 

The Cuairman. I am going to offer, Mr. Secretary, and Mr, Bates, 
that. it be cut down to 3 years instead of 5 years. Now, I think 5 years 
just piles up the unfunded authorization and it doesn’t make a good 
picture. Now, when we go before the House with this bill and have 
$1,500 million unfunded and you are asking for $1 billion in your 
appropriation, and add to all that the $17 billion that has already 
been appropriated- 

Secretary Dovenas. Yes. 

The CuHatrman. Giving the authorizations and expenditures of 
about $20 billion to be spent in 1 year by the Air Foree—you are saving 
money, Mr. Secretary. You have to be pretty much on the job to 
make those contracts. So, I think it is sensible to hold it down, to 
hold the 3 services down, and all authorizations that are not funded 
within 3 years automatically repeal themselves. 
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Secretary Doveias. Mr. Chairman, my reaction to that is that it 
would be practical. I would really like to have an opportunity to 
study our situation a little bit. 

The CuatrmMan, Think about it. We don’t want to do anything 
about it until you study it. But we have to tighten it up. 

Secretary Doveias. What, sir? 

The CHarrman. We have to tighten it up. There is too much 
written on the books, 

Secretary Doue.as. I think the present system, sir, really avoids 
any lack of control with respect to the extra $900 million of authoriza- 
tions because, after you give us our 1958 authorization, we will go 
to the Appropriations C ommittee with a financial-construction plan 
for 1958 and that will include every item you have authorized this 
year, which is a departure from the past. 

The Cuairman. Yes, and you know with the constant development 
of guided missiles you are going to be confronted with changes in 
your base plans, and, therefore, you are hesitant to go out full length, 
even if there was no missile in sight of perfection. So, therefore, there 
is no need or justification to keep these on the books for a period of 
5 years, and 1 hope the committee will go along with 3 years. You 
have already admitted here that there is $900 million out of the $1,500 
million that you have forgotten about already. Let’s take that off the 
books. 

Mr. Bares. Has my time expired ? 

The Cuairman. Mr, Philbin? Any questions? 

Mr. Bares. Mr, Chairman, has my time expired ¢ 

The CHarrMan. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I want to thank you for completing my statement. 

The Cuarrman. No; I was just trying to help you out, because you 
need help every morning. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuairMan. Go ahead, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Puitern. To return to the reenlistment rate for just one mo- 
ment 

The CoairMan. Wait 1 minute. Pardon me. 

Mr. Puier. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, 

: he CuarrMAn. Your colleague from Massachusetts hasn’t finished. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Bares. I did want to touch on the question of lowering that to 
a lower period than 5 years. But, on these bases, Mr. Secretary, that 
you have eliminated, these five strategic fighter wings, et cetera—have 
those been rescinded in this bill ? 

The CruarrMan. No. 

Secretary Dougias. No. I think you misunderstand, Mr, Bates. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Douctas. I referred to 5 fighter wings. I think that those 
wings are housed 2 on a base at the present time, and their elimination 
merely permits us to accommodate our whole force on existing bases 
and avoid the necessity for building new bases. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I thought Manistee was one of them. In any 
event, what are you going to do in the case of Manistee? 

Secretary Doueras. Manistee was an interceptor base. 

Mr. Bares. Yes. What are you going to do with that ? 
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Secretary Dovcias. Also, it was scheduled for a SAGE installation. 

The delays there finally made it impractical to go ahead with that 
location. The change in forces has led to our dropping the squadron 
and to locating a SAGE installation elsewhere. 

Mr. Bares. You are going to locate is somewhere else. 

Secretary Doveras. Yes. 

And there has never been construction money on that base. 

Mr. Bares. But as far as the base itself is concerned, what are you 
going to do about that ¢ 

Secretary Dovue.as. There isn’t any base. 

Mr. Bares. No, but I say the projected base: the one you had in 
mind. 

Secretary Doveias. We are not going to build it. 

Mr. Bates. That was considered so urgent and necessary to national 
defense and for which many Members of this Congress were criticized. 

Secretary Doveras. I think the only answer I can give to that, sir, 
is that we thought it was a proper and urgent requirement in the de- 
ployment of fighter interceptor squadrons that we envisaged 3 years 
ago and you will see in the operations briefing and the program of 
deployment how the whole air defense command is deployed under 
our present plans. 

Mr, Bates. You will explain that later on in executive session, be- 
cause I think that is one that we certainly should look at. There is 
nothing you can tell us down at Patrick this week, is there? 

Sec retary Dovetas, No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. We have to read that in the paper. 

Secretary Douctas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I want to talk to you about that, too, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Philbin, now, any questions? 

Mr. Puitsr. Do you think it would either be helpful or necessary 
to increase the pay scales of the technically skilled personnel ? 

Secretary Douaias. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Putter. And retain them in the Air Force? 

Secretary Dovatas. Yes, sir, I do. 

Mr. Praia. Do you have some recommendations along that line 
that you intend to present to the committee ? 

Secretary Doveras. I would be glad to tell the committee about the 
program that we expect to make effective within the next 30 days. 

Jnder existing law, we have the ability to pay airmen rates of 4, 5, 
and 6, that is the pay of the higher gr ade, and we can actually go 2 
grades higher, although as there are 7 grades you can never do better 
for 6 than 1 grade. 

We think we will get quite a bit of benefit out of that. That really 
is in line with the Cordiner report, and it is the one thing that we feel 
able to do without legislation. 

Mr. Parmer. And you think that should help your reenlistment 
rate ? 

Secretary Doue.as. I think it will be helpful. 

Mr. Putter. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenns. Mr. Secretary, recently, I think the Secretary of De- 
fense. Mr. Wilson. said that he would make available approximately 
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$50 million to do the very thing that you were discussing just now with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, to increase the pay of the indi- 
viduals—technical experts. 

Is that taking place now—is it contemplated for next year? 

Secretary Doueias. Mr. Arends, I do not think that there is at pres- 
ent any proposal to meet any of the requirements for the pay increases 
that I suggested out of funds under the Secretary of Defense. 

We are hopeful that such additional cost may very well be met by 
the incentive and by improved performance on the part of the person- 
nel. And the size of the operation that we contemplate is really very 
small dollarwise. 

Mr. Arenps. I thought as a part of the recommendation of the 
Cordiner report, that he was going to make available and the De- 
fense Department would absorb out of the next year’s appropriation 
approximately $50 million for the purposes of these increased pays for 
the type individual that the gentleman was talking about. I thought 
I read that in the papers, to do that very thing. 

Secretary Doucias. Was that at the time that he submitted a pro- 
posal with regard to Cordiner in the first instance ¢ 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 

Secretary Doueias. Was that at the time that he submitted a pro- 
posal with regard to Cordiner in the first instance ? 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 

Secretary Dovexas. I think that must be so. 

Mr. Arenps. That might not cover your field. That might not go 
far enough, the $50 million, but at least it was a step in the direction of 
doing the thing and objectively getting to where you want to get an 
increasing the pay of these eerettaete: 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy, any questions? 

Secretary Dovueias. We don’t expect any help of that sort at the 
moment, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. All right. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Secretary, in earlier discussion with the Chairman 
and Mrs. St. George I understood you to say in effect that the reduction 
of the tactical support wings was acceptable to the Army because the 
Army had a missile capability. 

Secretary Dove.as. I said short-range missle capability that was 
developing substantially. 

Mr. Harpy. Do I understand that the Army has taken the position 
that they don’t need this tactical support because they have missiles 
which can perform all the functions of this tactical support that the 
Air Force previously gave them ? 

Secretary Dovexas. I don’t think it follows that the missiles can 
perform all the support activities, but I do understand that such a de- 
crease as we have scheduled is acceptable to the Army, and that that 
is so largely because of their increased tactical missile capability and 
also the Air Force has a tactical missle capability which will con- 
tribute somewhat to the same kind of support, Matador. 

Mr. Harpy. But I am trying to get around to what the effect is going 
to be on the Army, and you say it is acceptable to the Army. Is this 
one of these shotgun wedding things that the Army had to accept? 
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Secretary Doueias. I don’t think so, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, it is something the Army wanted because the 
Army by that method developed its own tactical support. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, let’s see if we understand that. 

Do I understand then that the Army is going to substitute its tactical 
air support to go along with its missiles for the tactical support wings 
that you are going to curtail ? 

Secretary Dovexas. No, sir; this has nothing to do with tactical air 
support, if the Congressman means manned aircraft support. 

We will have a very substantial tactical force to perform the conven- 
tional function that we have been performing, but we are reducing the 
number of fighter bomber wings. I am confident that that is ac- 
ceptable to the Army under existing conditions. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I want to be sure that none of us has any notion 
that the Army can provide its troops with the type of close air support 
that the Marine Corps gives its troops, by the use of missiles. Cer- 
tainly, nobody has such a notion as that, do they, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Doveras. Well, I think I find it difficult to comment on 
that because we get into a good many questions of number of squad- 
rons of Marine fighters for Marine divisions and we can compare that 
with the number of squadrons of tactical aircraft that we supply for 
Army divisions. The difference wouldn’t be very great. 

Mr. Harpy. I hope we don’t find ourselves in the situation where the 
Army is going to need some kind of close support for its troops and 
the Air Force is not going to have them because they have cut back 
eight wings, and they are going to have to say, “Well, now, Mr. Army, 
you got your missiles over there, use them instead of our close air 
support.” 

Secretary Doveras. No; to some extent, they are glad to use the 
Honest John and some of the other missiles that fit into this category. 

Mr. Price. Of course, Mr. Secretary—— 

Mr. Harpy. It certainly can’t provide the type of close support for 
ground troops that an airplane can provide; that is a factor, isnt it? 

Mr. Price. I think, Mr. Secretary—— 

Secretary Doveras. I think ideally they can provide very—substan- 
tially the same support, if you have faith that the missile will deliver its 
warhead exactly where you want it, just as the bomber would deliver 
its bomb. 

Mr. Harpy. Of course, the tactical air support is a little bit more 
than the delivery of bombs. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s see, Mr. Hardy—— 

Mr. Harpy. Thad one other thing, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

Mr. Harpy. I was also interested in the discussion that we had awhile 
ago about extending runways and building new permanent facilities 
for manned aircraft in the light of i increasing expectation that you are 
going to reduce the requirement for manned aircraft. 
~ What. for instance—well, now let’s take a look at the B-52. How 
lone before it will be obsolete ? 

Mr. Gurser. Yesterday. 

Secretary Douanas. I don’t think that that is a very good question 
to try to answer. 

Mr. Harpy. I hope somebody can answer it. 
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See ‘retary Douctas. I will say that it is my conviction that the 
B-52’s will be the heart of our striking force, regardless of any 
developments, for more than 5 years. 

Mr. Harpy. What have you to replace it in the way of manned 
aircraft? Have you anything to replace it or are you depending on 
missiles ¢ 

Secretary Doveras. No. 

The Cuarrman. Well—— 

Secretary Doveras. The B-58 is a supersonic medium bomber. 

The Cuairman. I suggest let’s be— 

Mr. Harvy. Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to get into any classified 
information. 

The Cuamman. Let’s not get in that phase. 

Mr. Harpy. But I think it is important from this standpoint. 

The Crrarrman. Of course, it is important. 

Mr. Harpy. You are coming in here with a construction program to 
build facilities to support manned aircraft and you are putting the 
major concentration of efforts on the production of guided missiles, 
with the idea that pretty soon you will be able to reduce very sharply 
your manned aircraft. 

Now, then, what are we going to do? 

Build these permanent facilities to support manned aireraft, build 
these runways all over everywhere, and come back a few years from 
now, and find they aren’t worth anything to us at all? 

You are going to have to revise all of your concept of construction 
to support your missiles. 

Secretary Dovugias. Well, Mr. Congressman, I would assert with 
some confidence that we will have a proper and urgent need for all 
the operational facilities that we are providing for the B—-52 system 
for a very considerable length of time, and that I believe that system 
will be succeeded by another manned bomber system. 

The CuairMan. Good, 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that is certainly contrary to what I have been 
listening to here for some time. 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Gubser—— 

Secretary Dovcias. Now, I would like to say this. I would just like 
to assure the committee of what I said before, that I really think you 
will find that as you get an explanation of the de ‘ployment of the 
planned forces and the bases that are receiv ing construction funds or 
we hope will receive construction funds, that we are limiting con- 
struction to bases that will have a definite Air Force requirement for 
a very considerable number of years. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, notwithstanding the trend toward missiles and 
the expectation that pretty soon you are going to reduce sharply your 
number of wings of manned aircraft. 

Secretary Dove as. That is right. 

The Caatrman. And you put a limitation of about 5 years. 

Secretary Doveras. What? 

The CHarrMan. ae you put a limitation of 5 years. 

Secretary Doveras. I didn’t put a limitation, sir. 

I mean, I was asked about the B—-52 and I stated a conservative view 
with respect to the B-52. 

The Crarrman. I think that time is too short. 
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Secretary Dove.as. I think it is short, too. 

Mr. Harpy. Just one other comment, Mr. Chairman. Now, if you 
are talking in terms of a relatively limited period of time before we 
are going to have a breakthrough here on guided missiles and a sharp 
reduction in our requirement for manned aircraft, then we had better 
be thinking not so much about this permanent construction of all kinds 
of facilities as we had something that we can readily adapt to the 
changed concept of warfare. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gubser ? 

Mr. Harpy. We are going into all this permanent construction and 
it is not going to be any good for us. 

The Cuarrman. Have you a question, Mr. Gubser ? 

Mr. Gurser. Mr. Hardy has raised a point that interests me a great 
deal and prompts me to ask this question. How could the Army’s 
Honest John or the Corporal or Sergeant or any of the other of their 
missiles have provided the type of close-in tactical support that was 
necessary during the Korean conflict, for example ? 

The Cuamman. Well, I suggest the Secretary talk about that or 
answer that a little bit in executive session. Let’s don’t go in that 
phase now. It is a little complicated. 

Mr. Winstead, any questions? 

Secretary Douaias. I think that is better. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Bennett. I would like to ask this question. Is there any 
change contemplated in the utilization of Andrews Air Force Base? 

Secretary Douctas. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. Can you tell me what it is ? 

Secretary Doveras. This is not a firm program, but it is in the state 
where I see no reason not to advise the committee of it. 

The Cuarrman. What air base? 

Mr. Ketiener. Andrews. 

Secretary Doveras. This is Andrews. 

The Cuarrman. Right over here. 

Secretary Doveas. “Right outside of Washington. 

The Cuamman. Are you in position to make a statement about it, 
or what you will say will get you in trouble and you will have to 
change your mind. 

Secretary Doveras. We have changed our mind many times, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Go ahead, and make your statement. 

Secretary Dove as. Our expectation is that we will move the 
MATS headquarters from Andrews to Scott and that we will move the 
research and development command’s headquarters in Baltimore into 
Andrews, and in that way finally avoid the expensive construction of 
a whole command headquarters. 

The Cuarrman. General Devereux, follow it up. 

Mr. Devereux. Will Andrews then be used to its full capacity ? 

Secretary Dovatas. Yes, sir; it will. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Secretary—any questions by any other 
members of the committee ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Secretary, in the morning I would ap- 
preciate it very much if you would bring up here for the committee— 
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and we will determine when we will consider it—the bases that will 
have to be closed or you will probably have to close, on account of two 
things happening, and that is reduction in the appropriation and also 
the reduction in the number of wings. 

Will you bring that up here in the morning, please, sir? 

Secretary Doverass. The second one, sir, was reduction 

Mr. Ketter. In the number of wings. 

The CuatrmMan. Reduction on account of the number of wings 
being reduced. 

Secretary Doucias. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. From 137 to 128. 

Secretary Dovenas. Be very glad. _— 

The Cuairman. I think you ‘better come back in the morning, Mr. 
Secretary. 

You made a very fine witness this morning. 

The committee is intensely interested in this subject matter, because 
we are right on the threshold of going from manned aircraft into 
guided missiles and we can’t penalize manned aircraft. And you 
have already said for many years following the B-52 there will be 
other bombers. 

We have a big bill here, and we want to do what is right and proper. 
But at the same time, we don’t want to build anything that can’t be 
used if the guided missiles develops and comes in. 

We will take a recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:53 a. m., an adjournment was taken, to re- 
convene at 10 a. m. of the following day, Wednesday, June 5, 1957.) 





House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, June 5, 1957. 

The committee met at 10:12 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of 
the committee, presiding. 

The CuarrmMan. Let the committee come to order now. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 71380. 

Are there any questions from any members of the committee to the 
Secretary / 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarman. If not, we will ask General Rentz, Mr. Secretary, 
to begin to read the bill for consideration by line items. I understand 
the general has a statement. 

General Rentz 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatmman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. If we are through with the Secretary there, can we 
let him go, if he wants to go? 

The CuarrMan. Oh, yes, if the Secretary wants to go. 

Mr. Brooxs. Because he is a pretty busy man. 

Secretary Doucias. Might I sort of complete what I think was left 
over from yesterday? Iam not sure whether—is this a closed session ? 

The CuHairman. No. That is the reason I didn’t bring it up. 

Secretary Doveuas. All right. 

The Cuatrman. I know what was left over. 
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Secretary Doveras. Then I would just like to put this reference in 
the record. Mr. Hardy asked a number of questions about the Air 
Force ground support capability under our plans for 1958 and beyond 
1958. I think it is worth mentioning, the fact that this committee 
received and printed in a record of hearing of Tuesday, March 19, 
1957, a Department of Air Force report on Air Force concept of close 
air support. 

This report sets out the Air Force’s concept and compares it to 
the Marine Corps concept. It sets out in some detail Air Force train 
ing conducted in conjunction with Army ground forces, showing a 
very real effort to coordinate Air Force and Army air tactical efforts. 
It then sets out, in some detail, the development of the Air Force con 
cept. I think it is well to put that in, perhaps. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I was not here yesterday and couldn't 
get here. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Some time ago | took up with the former Secretary of 
the Air Force the fact that some of our Military Air Transport planes, 
notably the DC-6’s, which the Air Force is short in and which they 
did not want to release—the Air Force did not want to release from 
the MATS command. They were compelled to release them to cer- 
tain contract carriers, nonscheduled carriers, who, in turn, would take 
on the same mission of the MATS, with our planes, and which we 
were in short supply of, and that thing was increasing. I can give 
you the names of it. I can tell you some of the names of them. But 
the letter was not entirely satisfactory. 

Now here is my question: Is that polic’ y going to continue whereby 
you are ¢ eee “l to release some of your finest equipment—they have 
plenty of DC-4’s. You have plenty of other categories. But you 
don’t have too mae DC-6’s and you don’t have a lot of Super Con 
stellations, which are your C-121’s. 

Now my question is this: Is the Air Force still going to be subservi 
ent to that pressure which requires us to release these planes to non 
scheduled contract carriers, who don’t have the equipment, who don’t 
have the interest to give these GI’s whom they haul the care to which 
they are entitled on “these long hauls—they don’t give them any food 
and a lot of things which you are giving them. In effect, it is cutting 
down and destroying your Military Air T ransport setup. 

I want to know if the Secretary is familiar with that and if we can 
look to the future where that thing is going to continue ? 

Secretary Doveras. Mr. Rivers, I think I can answer your question 
and state the present situation. About near ly 2 years ago I think, the 
Air Coordinating Committee made a long study of various suggestions 
that both the Air Force and the N lavy lease modern transport aircraft 
to contract airlines, to encourage the development of commercial cargo 
business. ‘These nonscheduled airlines asserted that they did not have 
the equipment, that it could not be secured for 2 years or more, and 
the Air Coordinating Committee adopted a plan and suggested that it 
be implemented both by the Navy and the Air Force whereby a com- 
merical carrier that had on order a modern cargo aircraft would 
qualify as a lessee of a military cargo aircraft and that the lease would 
last until delivery of the other aircraft, or I think there was a basis 
in which they could secure such leases or ask for such leases for a year. 
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Mr. Rivers. What would you need a modern—— 

Secretary Doveras. The Air Force actually made available, in an 
experimental way really, to encourage the development of commercial 
cargo left, which we can use 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Doveras. Three airplanes. I can’t give you the names 
of the lessees 

Mr. Rivers. I can give them to you because I know them. 

Secretary Doueias. At the moment, but I think that two of those 
leases are still effective and have some short time to run. 

The CuarrMan. Well-—— 

Mr. Rivers. One of them had to be—— 

Secretary Doveras. It has not been a bad experience at all from 
our pont of view. 

Mr. Rivers. It hasn't been entirely satisfactory. One of them you 
had to abrogate. They used your equipment, used your installations, 
and used your GI's to fill them up and unload them. 

Secretary Doueias. No, sir; you are talking about a different type 
of contract, because under these leases they did not carry military 
traffic. 

The Cuamman. Mr. 

Secretary Dovucias. Now in the past, I think there are no such leases 
today. Weare operating some military aireraft—— 

Mr. Rivers. | won't take up any more time. I want the distin- 
guished Secretary—I know he is alert to these things—not to let any- 
thing happen that will gnaw away and let anything happen to the air- 
craft so that you don’t have any facilities at the time of mobilization 
day to fly. These same people won’t fly when the bullets start flying. 

Secretary Dovuauas. I am very much interested in hearing the com- 
ments of the distinguished Congressman in his concern as to our mili- 
tary capability. 

Mr. Brooks. There was a good deal said about our missile program 
yesterday. As I understand that program from reading and studying, 
it is still in the future. The development of the missile program is 
such that, as far as the intercontinental ballistic missile is concerned, 
it is still a future development, isn’t it ? 

Secretary Doueias. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. As far as our future airpower is concerned, isn’t it 
your position we should go ahead and develop that? 

Secretary Doua.as. It is absolutely essential. 

Mr. Brooks. Until such time that the scientific developments tell 
us that missiles can take the place of manned aircraft; isn’t that 
correct ¢ 

Secretary Doua.as. I think we have to prove that by our own oper- 
ating experience before we can reduce reliance to any considerable 
degree on manned aircraft and particularly our heavy bomber force. 

Mr. Brooks. If we start pulling our punches now on manned air- 
craft, hoping to rely on guided missiles in the future, we may be 
making a serious mistake ; don’t you feel that way ? 

Secretary Dove.as. I certainly do. 

Mr. Doyie. May I ask one question, Mr, Chairman ¢ 

The Cuairman. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Dorie. Mr. Secretary, I call your attention to page 16 of your 
fine statement, the next to the last paragraph, the last line on the 
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next to the last paragraph, where you use the term “for several years 
tocome.” That is the statement in which you said— 

The need for concurrent satisfaction of base requirements for new weapons 
systems and elimination of deticiencies of present bases requires that expendi- 
tures for Air Force military construction be maintained at a level of at least 
1 billion to 1.2 billion per year for several years. 

Now, I recognize that when you used the term “several years” you 
evidently didn't want to give a firm statement of the exact number 
of years, But if it isa fair question, may I ask you this, and again 
recognizing that under the circumstances you might not be able to 
fix a definite term. Would you estimate it would be more or less 
than 5 years? 

Secretary Dove.as. It is a very hard question to answer, sir. I put 
the statement in as I think it is important to have all the committees 
of Congress concerned with the program realize that this is not some- 
thing that can be completed in the immediate future and that we must 
look forward to substantial investments. 

This is particularly true as you can realize with respect to develop- 
ing sites for ballistic missiles, particularly if it is determined that 
these sites should be hardened against atomic blast. You immediately 
run into the problem of very complicated construction. And the 
alternative’ to that, of course; to a large extent, is dispersal, which also 
produces expensive logistic problems and construction problems. 

Mr. Dove. I took this as a sort-—— 

Secretary Dovue.as. I would say this, that it would be a mistake 
in the atmosphere in which we are planning now to think that there 
would be any reduction from such a requirement for at least 3 years. 

Mr. Dorie. Thank you. 

The Cuamman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. If there are no ques- 
tions—Mr. eae any questions ¢ 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Secretary, I don’t know whether you want to answer 
this question now or in executive session, but it pertains to our trans- 
oceanic airlift. 

Secretary Devue.as. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. And of the expansion, perhaps, of commercial facilities 
to assist the military in the event-of an emergency. ‘There has been 
proposed sort of a merchant marine act of the air, similar to our mer- 
chant marine. 

Secretary Doveras. That is right, but I don’t think there has been 
much talk about such a bill for 3 or 4 years. 

It is my impression that the airline industry, on which we depend 
for very real support in planning a wartime lift, is in agreement with 
us that the Civil Air Service air fleet taken in conjunction with the 
new equipment ordered by the airlines provides a structure within 
which we can secure all the civil lift that we need in addition to our 
military capability to meet our military requirements on D-day and 
thereafter. 

Mr. Bates. Well, if you eliminated, say, the Azores or Iceland, 
how would you get most of these planes across the ocean 

Well, we can get into that later. 

Secretary Doveras. I would be h: appy to go into that at length with 
you, Mr. Bates, at a later time. 

The CHarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Doveias. Thank you very much, sir. 
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Mr. Rexce. Mr. Chairman, if I may. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Reece. One minute, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Reece. I do want to ask a question, but I do want to say that 
I share some of the apprehensions expressed by Mr. Rivers in re- 
stricting the MATS operation too much, especially as far as armed 
services personnel is concerned. 

Secretary Doucias. I am very glad to hear that view because—— 

Mr. Reece. And I am very much for private business. 

Secretary Doveras. Right. So am I, sir. Between World War 
II and my return to the Air Force, I worked commercial airlines to 
a considerable extent, but I think at the present time if there need 
be any concern it should be in the direction against reducing the 
military transport opel ration. 

Mr. Rivers. That is fine. 

Secretary Doucras. As it exists at the present time. 

Mr. Rivers. We will back you up. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Dove.as. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuaimrman. Now, members of the committee, the next witness 
is Brig. Gen. William E. Rentz, Director of Real Property. 

Now, General, have you a prepared statement 

General Renz. Yes, sir; I have, Mr. Chairman, but with your 
permission 

The CuarrMan. Have members of the committee his prepared state- 
ment before them ¢ 

General Rentz. With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to file this statement for the record, and in the interest of time discuss 
briefly 

The CHarrMan. Wait one minute. Have you broken down in this 
statement the main items of authorization wath as houses and this kind 
of facility and that kind of facility ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. You will see a category breakout in the 
statement, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Where is that? 

Mr. Ketiener. On page 8 is one of them. 

Mr. Ferry. And on page 12. 

The CuarrmMan. I would say it might be a good idea to give the 
committee that type of information. 

Now you say: 








Inside the United States. The largest portion of the program inside the United 
States * * * 21 percent of the total program is for Strategic Air Command 


bases. 

I think you better read your statement, starting on page 9, and go 
ahead with that. Let’s see what you said there. 

Mr. Keuiener. Page 7, I think, Mr. Chairman, might be a good 
place tostart. It starts with the program summary. 

The Cuarrman. Page 7, then. Summary of the Air Force 1958 
Military Construction Authorization. 

Allright. Start there, page 7 

( Portion of statement not read is as follows:) 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my statement will outline Air 
Force requirements for new construction authorizations in fiscal year 1958. 
Recognizing that the committee will require additional background information 
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on those requirements, this statement will, if the committee desires, be followed 
by special briefings on two subjects. 

(1) First, the Director of Facilities Support will outline the family housing 
in this program and show current progress in actually building houses. 

(2) Next, the Director of Operations will outline the basic functions of the 
major Air Force commands, indicate the major adjustments in the forces and 
units which have been made subsequent to your consideration of the Air Force 
construction program a year ago, and show you what bases are needed to support 
the forces. 

The Air Force requests permission to present security classified material in 
closed session and, at appropriate places, to omit such information from the 
published record. 

The military construction program of the Air Force being presented to the 
committee today requests authorization for new construction of approximately 
$800 million to provide additional facilities in phase with the scheduled equipping 
and operation of the forces. In addition, the bill before you proposes $115 million 
increase in authorizations granted in prior years’ public laws to cover increased 
costs for certain projects. 

Construction objectives——The objective of the Air Force military construction 
program is to provide facilities necessary for effective sustained operations by 
the forces and other essential USAF activities, such as research and development 
and early warning systems. Construction requirements under this objective can 
be classified under the following seven major headings, listed not necessarily in 
order of priority. First, are the facilities for operation of the Strategic Air 
Command. Second, are the features for air defense. Third, a program of cur- 
rently increasing importance, are facilities for pilotless aircraft and missile 
systems. Fourth, research and development. Fifth, the overseas strike bases, 
from which the speed and power of United States-based aircraft are projected. 
Sixth, are “things for people,” that is, housing, medical, and recreational facili- 
ties for Air Force personnel. And seven, bases for the Reserve forces, both flying 
and nonflying. 

The Air Force recognizes the impracticability of attempting to provide all 
required or desirable facilities in a single year considering limitations on con- 
struction capability and funding. In light of these accepted limitations, it takes 
a “first-things-first” approach to the total job. Air Force construction program 
guidelines are developed to insure: (1) that the initial atomic counterblows 
can be supported. This required the provision of bases and alert facilities for 
dispersal of the strategic bomb units and northern tanker bases to extend the 
range and increase the effectiveness of our bombers by forward aerial refueling ; 
(2) that air defense capabilities are utilized. This requires improvement and 
extension of the warning systems and improvements of communications and 
control capability as well as the provision of facilities for the employment of 
improved models of interceptor aircraft and weapons; (3) that the home bases 
of the forces are read by the target date; (4) that there existed substantial 
family housing and other facilities contributing to the welfare of personnel; and 
(5) that essential support facilities are provided. 

In addition to emphasizing these priority objectives for current capabilities, 
the Air Force is continuing actions to provide for long-pull concepts and future 
requirements by: (1) maintaining reasonable momentum in research and devel- 
opment; and (2) continuing the replacement of substandard facilities left over 
from World War II which are expensive to maintain. 

Force structure.—The details of the recent force adjustments and the result- 
ing base requirements will be presented later in closed session. 

Base planning.—Air Force planning for the past several years has been focused 
upon attaining by the end of fiscal year 1957 the base structure needed to prop- 
erly house, train and fight the forces. This planning provided that the base 
structure would be sufficiently flexible to permit gradual adjustment of the force 
as dictated by changing operational concepts, development and employment of 
new weapon systems, and other technical advances. Under this assumption, 
maximum utilization of existing and of recently constructed facilities is possible 
in adapting the present Air Force base structure to the new and changing re- 
quirements of the future. 
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Present Air Force airbase planning utilizes a “multimission” concept, which 
envisions the economical interchange of fighter, bomber, and transport units, and 
reduces the rate of obsolescence experienced on many airbases constructed be- 
fore and during World War II. Wherever economically feasible, multimission 
planning provides for base expansion capability without the necessity for relo- 
cation or reconstruction of existing facilities. 

Status of base requirements.—Air Force military construction programs 
through fiscal year 1957 will permit, on a selective basis, substantial completion 
of the bases required for the planned force; however, this major construction 
effort must be continued to attain full capability for launching defensive and 
offensive operations and to make the adjustments needed for phased implementa- 
tion of new weapon systems. The fiseal year 1958 and subsequent construction 
programs will be, primarily, in support of the strategic strike capability, missiles, 
new weapons, new concepts, expansion of the early warning systems, and priority 
facilities for accelerated research and development. Concurrently, the pro- 
grams will provide additional facilities to improve the effectiveness of the force. 

The fiscal year 1958 program being presented today includes the minimum 
facilities reyuired to provide an operational capability to the forces planned at 
end fiscal year 1960. In the recent adjustment of the forces, utilization of exist- 
ing bases has been made to the extent that no new major installations in the 
continental United States will be initiated in this program, except for those 
eases where final siting of missile units may require new locations. Current 
status of siting action for the missile units will be provided to the committee 
during detailed discussions on that portion of the program. 

Bases for missiles.—New weapons and missiles will be accommodated by means 
of base conversions and dispersal, rather than by crowding additional activities 
onto existing bases. The start on Air Force missiles facility construction was 
made in 1954, with about 1 percent of the annual program. The trend was 
stepped up in the fiscal year 1956 program to 8 percent. In the fiscal year 1957 
program, it was 11 percent; and for fiscal year 1958, about 20 percent. In the 
next few years, a fairly clear pattern will emerge as to the rate at which proven 
missiles can be accepted into the Air Force as substitutes for manned aircraft. 
Concurrently, the nature of missile base facilities and the extent to which the 
present base structure can be adapted to use for missile operations will be es- 
tablished. This means that, for the next few years, a major consideration in 
Air Force construction planning is the proper distribution of its construction 
capabilities between base facilities for the manned forces and those for the 
miss le programs. This consideration, which is essential to insure maximum 
continuing capability of the manned forces during the period of transition to mis- 
sile systems, is the platform for the base utilization program around which the 
fiscal year 1958 military construction program is assembled. 

Outside the continental United States, new installations are limited to sites 
for an eastward extension of the DEW line, a classified research facility, for- 
ward aircraft refueling bases, and a tactical missile site. Details of these re- 
quirements, likewise, in view of their classified nature, will be given off the rec- 
ord in executive session. 

Number of bases.—At the end of fiscal year 1956, the Air Force had 285 
active principal installations and approximately 2,500 ancillary installations to 
operate and support its forces. By comparison, the Air Force will have, at 
the end of fiscal year 1960, 362 active principal installations, an increase of 77, 
and approximately 3,200 ancillary installations, an increase of 700. Of the prin- 
cipal installations, 198 will be inside the United States and 164 will be in 
overseas locations. The additional base activations will result generally from 
completion of construction provided in prior years’ programs and projects in 
cluded in the program presented today. This bill lists construction at 192 
princip»l bases, 129 of which are inside United States and 63 are overseas. 
In addition, it includes construction of operational sites for strategic, defense. 
and tactical missiles, offbase navigation aids, aircraft control and warning 
system sites, and facilities at classified locations, details of which will be pro- 
vided during discussion of the bill. 


General Rentz. Program summary: The Air Force fiscal year 
1958 authorization request is summarized on the first chart: 


86066—57—No. 36———37 
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Cuart No. 1.—Summary of Air Force fiscal year 1958 military construction 
authorization 


Thousands 

I a ea ened ES cess cbeheoetitinek lin tichinliabteeotnemimaness $509, 286 
i a eeranpscetiislionenatiinyenpniegintn’ imtpyhisenmietioneeen 228, 628 
I AO SI i ah wnt Ratnam pte abiliteinieh n deieee sinpinie eteeneen 65, 000 
I I I i meeeepseenhirnterpiigns eb dieeemmieninilieh biommmmemnendiompdin 802, 914 
Increase in prior years’ authorizations (secs. 303, 304, 305) ------~ 114, 962 
Total increase in Air Force authorization._.._...___-_--_-_-_--~- 917, 876 


New construction authorizations total $802,914,000, of which 63 
percent or $509,286,000 are for projects inside the United States. 
Projects for locations outside the United States amount to 29 per- 
cent of the total or $228,628,000. Section 302 of the bill provides $65 
million of authorization for classified facilities. That will be dis- 
cussed in executive session, sir. Sections 303, 304, and 305 of the 
bill amend 3 prior years’ authorization acts to increase authoriza- 
tions granted therein for certain projects by a total of $114,962,000 to 
cover authorization deficiencies resulting from increased costs. These 
sections will be discussed at greater length later in the presentation. 
The total increase in Air Force authorization proposed for fiscal year 
1958 is $917,876,000. 

Now the next chart indicates distribution of the program by the 
Air Force major commands. 

The Cuarrman. You can skip that. We will put that in the rec- 
ord. 

(The information is as follows :) 


Command distribution.—The next chart indicates distribution of the program 
by Air Force major commands. 


CuHart No. 2—Command distribution of Air Force, fiscal year 1958 military 
construction authorizations 


|Authorization| Percent 
amount of total 
(thousands) 


Inside the United States 


Strategic Air Command... —— $168, 574 21.0 
Air Defense Command 118, 949 14.8 
Air Training Command é ‘ 60, 329 7.5 
Air Materiel Command... wh : 51, 897 6.5 
Tactical Air ccmamend : ‘ ‘ 27, 743 3.4 
Air Research and evelopment Command ; 23, 902 3.0 
Airer aft Control and Warning System ; 22, 148 2.8 
U. Air Force Acadeny 21, 341 2.7 
Air P roving Ground Command_..-.---- 6, 784 8 
Military Air Transport Service -__-- 5, 880 7 
Continental Air Command - 1, 210 a 
Air University n : ‘ j 300 .1l- 
Special facilities 229 1 
Inside United States, total i et ete ba ett se Oa 509, 286 63.4 
Outside the United States: 
Aircraft Control and Warning System At. 70, 000 8.7 
Strategic Air Command. .-_-- ‘ : | 63, 408 7.9 
USAF Europe 4 34, 960 4.4 
Far East Air Forces : 19, 666 2.4 
Alaskan Air Command f 18, 652 2.3 
Military Air Transport Service - ; 15, 006 1.9 
Research, development, and test facilities 4, 000 5 
Caribbean Air Command . 1, 400 8 
Air Materiel Command ; ; 1, 366 | 2 
Special facilities _ _- . Seat sis 170 .1l- 
Outside United States, total __- . 228, 628 28. 5 
Sec. 302: Classified facilities_.__.__- : 65, 000 8.1 


Worldwide total._.__.._____. i a a as ain 802, 914 100. 0 
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General Rentz. I would like to mention at this time on that chart, 
Mr. Chairman, that Strategic Air Command is shown at 21 percent, 
but that is only the facilities that are being built on present Strategic 
Air Command bases. Taking into consideration Strategic Air Com- 
mand overseas and facilities built to service Strategic Air Command 
on bases of other commands, such as Training Command and ADC, 
would bring this total of the program devoted entirely to Strategic Air 
Command to 40 percent. 

The Cuatrman. Instead of 21. 

General Renz. Instead of 21; yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, right in that connection, by statute we are 
required to have three commands—Strategic Air Command, Air De- 
fense Command, and Tactical Air Command? Are not those the three 
fixed by statute / 

General Renz. Yes. 

The CuatrmMan. The law requires you to have those three com- 
mands ¢ 

General Renz. That is correct. 

The CHarrMan. In addition thereto, you can have as many other 
commands as the Secretary, under certain facts, determines. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir; with the approval of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Now go ahead. 

Mr. Kivers. Let me ask him a question there, Mr. Chairman. 

Do you feel that the Tactical Air Command and the Strategic Air 
Command—the disparity between those two seems to be very far. 
You know we had that disparity back in the days when Secretary 
Johnson put all of his eggs in the strategic basket. You only have 
5 percent for TAC, 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. Of course, the large portion of the pro- 
gram devoted to SAC, Mr. Ribers, is for the dispersal program, 
whereas TAC does not have any revolutionary program that would 
increase their requirements. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

The Cuamman. Get on page 9. 

Mr. Rivers. I am glad to have that explanation. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I| interpose something here ? 

I would like the Air Force to come up and explain to me how guided 
missiles are going to replace Tactical Air, for close air support. 

The Cuairman. Let’s do that, I would suggest, General, in executive 
session. 

Mr. Devereux. That is fine. But I just want to warn them that I 
want the answer. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Start on page 9 and go ahead, General. 

General Rentz. Inside the United States. The largest portion of 
the program inside the United States, $168,574,000, or 21 percent of 
the total program, is for Strategic Air Command bases. The SAC 
total does not, however, include all facilities for the SAC bomber 
forces as pointed out earlier by Mr. Douglas. The programs of other 
major commands include an additional $57 million for SAC bomber 
units located on bases of those commands. In addition to facilities 
for SAC units, the SAC program includes approximately $25 mil- 
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lion worth of facilities for operation of air defense fighter inter- 
ceptor units stationed on SAC bases. Almost half of the SAC pro- 
gram is for airfield pavements, including widening and extending 
runways for safe sustained operation of B_52 aireraft and additional 
parking apron for the B-52’s and their supporting tanker aircraft. 

I think it would be well to mention here, Mr. Chairman, that after 
this year’s program we will have very few, if any, pure command 
bases. We will have SAC wnits on ADC bases, ADC units on some 
SAC bases, SAC units on Training Command bases, and so forth. 
We will have very few pure command bases left in the inventory. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, General, what is your total SAC percentage? 

General Rentz. Forty percent, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Forty percent. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, Mr. Chairman, right there in that connec- 
tion, you got ADC on all bases where there is a large population of 
some strategic other defense units. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cratrman. Now, get back to your statement. I interpret you 
to say that in a short time from now you won’t have any demand for 
pure command airbases; is a it? 

General Rentz. No, sir; I did not say that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. No. 

General Rentz. I said we are getting away from pure command 
bases, such as a command—in the Air Command Defense we would 
have nothing except the Air Defense units there, or Training Com- 
mand would have no other mission located on Training Command 
bases. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The Crarrman. In the past we have had those command bases. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cnatrman. In this bill how many are there now ? 

General Rentz. For the dispersal ? 

The Cuarmrman. Well, in this bill how many are strictly command 
bases ? 

General Renrz. I conldn’t answer that offhand, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Well, we will find them as we go through the bill. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; we will bring that out. 

The Cuarrman. Then your position is we should go rather slow 
on continuing them, is that it? 

Mr. Rivers. No. 

(Further chorus of “No.”) 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, maybe I can explain it for you. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me say this. What you are trying to say is from 
the standpoint of economy it is more economical to put an ADC unit 
on some other base in the interest of economy and for the protection 
of that area. 

The CrarrmMan. He intimated we could cut down some of the items 
in the bill. 

General Renrz. No, sir, I did not desire to indicate that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cratrman,. All right. 
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Mr. Pus. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuairman. I am the only one confused. [Laughter.] 

Go ahead now, General. 

Mr. Puen. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to ask the general this question. 

In that case, what do you have, dual command, where you have 
SAC on strategic bases, training on SAC bases? You have dual 
command, is that it? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; you have a parent organization and a 
tenant organization on the base. gt, 

The Cuatrman. I was just entering a wedge for trying to eliminate 
some items, but I see I didn’t make much progress. 

Mr. Puitsin. Mr. Chairman, I have just one brief question. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Puitein. When you decide to discontinue these bases which 
you have done in some instances, what is your procedure for doin 
it? Do you do it in the Air Force, or does it have to be channel 
through the Department of Defense, and when you come to a decision, 
I mean who gives the notice to the appropriation officials that you 
are going to close the base? 

General Rentz. That is done in the Air Force, based on the opera- 
tional requirement and whether or not we can have other bases avail- 
able to take care of that operational requirement, and it goes from 
the Secretary’s office to the Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. Puen. Then the Secretary of Defense wouldn’t render that 
decision. He wouldn’t be the one that would send out the notice of 
discontinuances¢ I asked you that question—I think this would be 
interesting to the committee—because there have been brought to my 
attention instances where the Secretary of Defense has notitied com- 
manding officers that the bases were being closed before the com- 
manding oflicers got any inkling of it from the Air Force. 

Mr. Kivers. The Congress will generally read about it in the news- 
papers. 

Mr. Puan. That is right. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Now, go ahead, General. 

General Rentz. The second largest segment of the program inside 
United States, $118,949,000, or 14.8 percent of the total program, 
is for bases of the Air Defense Command. Approximately one-half 
of the ADC program is directly related to the provision of facilities 
for utilization of air-defense missiles. These include both unmanned 
ground-to-air missiles and airborne nuclear-warhead rockets which 
will augment and greatly increase the intercept capability of present 
defense weapon systems. Almost $15 million of the ADC program 
provides facilities for SAC bomber forces located on bases of the 
Air Defense Command. The program also includes 594 family hous- 
ing units at three locations where other methods of providing housin 
cannot satisfy the requirement. Other items provide an increasec 
capability to the manned fighter interceptor forces and essential 
housing and community facilities. 

The Air Training Command program of $60,329,000 represents 
7.5 percent of the total program. Over $10 million of this program 
provide facilities for SAC heavy bomber units located on bases of 
the Air Trainmg Command. An additional $8.5 million provide 
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facilities for deployment to ATC bases of air-defense fighter inter- 
ceptor units for : area defense of SAC bomber forces. Over | $16 million 
of the program is devoted to expansion of. runways to provide cap- 
ability for safe and effective training of student pilots in advanced 
types of jet aircraft. 

The Air Materiel Command program of $51,897,000, or 6.5 percent 
of the total, similarly contains a large increment of facilities, $23.5 
million, for SAC bomber units stationed on AMC bases. Additional 
amounts provide new facilities and modernization of existing facil- 
ities for depot maintenance and support of new types of aircraft 
and equipment. 

The Tactical Air Command receives $27,743,000, or 3.4 percent 
of the total program. Approximately one- half of the program pro- 
vides facilities for dispersal of one of the SAC B-52 squadrons and 
for support of air-defense interceptor operations. 

The Air Research and Development Command program of $23,902,- 
000, or 3 percent of the total program, provides principally facilities 
for’ continuing the development of missiles systems, armaments, and 
aircraft. 

The program for the aircraft control and warning system amounts 
to $22,148,000, or 2.8 percent of the total. This program consists 
for the most part of the provision of family housing at isolated loca- 
tions and additions to operations buildings and utilities systems for 
the installation and operation of improved warning equipment. 

The $21,341,000 for the United States Air Force Academy, which 
was discussed earlier by the Secretary, represents 2.7 percent of the 
total program. 

The other commands inside the United States have smaller pro- 
grams percentagewise, as indicated on the chart, amounting to less 
than 2 percent of the total. 

Outside the United States. The largest portion of the program out- 
side the United States provides $70 million for an eastward extension 
of the initial increment of the distant early warning (DEW) line 
which has reached substantial completion. 

We can cover this in a separate briefing, Mr. Chairman, for your 
information. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. We will go into executive session 
on that. 

General Renrz. The overseas program continues emphasis on stra- 
tegic operations with $63,408,000, or 7.9 percent of the total program, 
for overseas bases of the Strategic Air Command. The major por- 
tion of the SAC program provides facilities at northern bases for for- 

yvard refueling of SAC bombers by tanker aircraft. The program 
also includes facilities for support of SAC operations at bases in 
Guam, Puerto Rico, North Africa, and the United Kingdom. 

The program for the United States Air Forces in Europe of $34,- 
960,000, or 4.4 percent of the total program, includes construction at 
bases in Spain, France, Germany, the United Kingdom, and the 
Mideast area. The authorizations included for the Sp: anish bases will 
provide substantially all facilities needed for present missions in 

pain. 

The Far East Air Forces program of $19,666,000, representing 2.4 

ercent of the total, provides facilities 1 in Japan, Philippine Islands, 
Flaw aii, and other Pacific locations. Major items included guided 


1993 


missile facilities, runway extensions for fighter interceptor aircraft 
operations, and facilities for classified activities. 

The program for the Alaskan Air Command amounts to $18,- 
652,000, or 2.3 percent of the total program. This program consists 
primarily of modification of radar facilities for installation of new 
equipment, guided missile facilities, and facilities required for opera- 
tion of Century-series fighter interceptor aircraft. 

The Military Air Transport Service program of $15,006,000, or 1.9 
percent of the total, provides facilities at. three bases in the Atlantic 
area to support air transport and Strategic Air Command operations. 

The balance of the program outside the United States includes re- 
habilitation of the runway at Howard Air Force Base, in the Carib- 
bean Air Command, which will be used in lieu of Albrook. Albrook 
runway is unsatisfactory and can’t be used for the modern type air- 
craft. 

Facilities at Air Material Command depots in the United Kingdom, 
France, and North Africa; and classified facilities. 

Section 302: Details of the $65-million program for classified facili- 
ties provided by section 302 of the bill will be explained in closed 
session. 

Then we go, Mr. Chairman, to the categories of construction. I 
don’t think it is necessary to read this, sir, but I would like to em- 
phasize that 57.1 percent of our entire program are for operational 
and training facilities, with the next largest being for housing and 
community facilities of 17.6. 

Mr. Rivers. That includes appropriated housing as well as Cape- 
hart, that is preparations for Capehart ¢ 

General Renrz. No, sir; it does not. It is strictly appropriated 
housing, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. It is strictly appropriated housing? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. We can read and see that. 

(The full table is as follows:) 


Cuart No. 3.—Category distribution of Air Force, fiscal year 1958, military 
construction authorizations 
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Total | Percent of 
| (thousands) total 
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General Rentz. The emphasis 

The CuatrmMan. Wait 1 minute. Page 13 goes into detail about 
these different items. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir; it goes into detail on those items. 

The Cuarrman. All right. How far does that extend to! Down 
to page 15 ¢ 
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General Rentz. Page 14, family housing. 

Mr. Rivers. Housing is there ¢ 

The CuarrmMan. Well, now, let us see. I think the committee should 
have this information. Start on page 13. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMANn. With operational and training. 

Mr. Rivers. That is good. 

The Cuarrman. Go right ahead. 

General Renrz. The emphasis placed by the Air Force upon at- 
tainment of operational capacity and provision of adequate facili- 
ties for its personnel is illustrated by the type of facilities included 
in the program, with two categories, operational and training and 
housing and community, accounting for 75 percent of the total. 

The largest category, as in pr eceding years, is for operational and 
training facilities, representing 57.1 percent of the total. One-third 
of this category is for airfield pavements, principelly for expansion 
of runways and parking aprons for the B—52 bombers and KC~135 
tankers phasing into the SAC bomber units and for jet-training air- 
craft. The balance of the category consists primarily of facilities for 
strategic, defense, and tactical missile systems, bases for tanker- 
refueling operation, and the aircraft control and warning system. 

Housing and community facilities make up the second lar gest cate- 
gory, with 17.6 percent of the total program. Included in this cate- 
gory are troop and family housing, religions and recreational facilities, 
and community-support facilities. In the Air F orce, these personnel 
facilities are given equal stature with operational requirements as an 
essential factor in the retention of the skilled and techni vally trained 
people vital to the effective operation and high state of readiness of 
the Air Force combat units. The family housing portion amounts 
to approximately $26 million. Troop housing, the dormitories, bache- 
lor officer quarters, and dining halls, in this category totals almost 
$60 million. The religious and recreational facilities portion of the 
category amounts to approximately $47 million. 

The Cyaan. In that connection, I would like to break away 
recreation facilities and religious facilities of $47 million. 

All right, go ahead. 

General Rentz. Eighty-six percent of the supply category, which 
total $62,896,000 consists of storage facilities for weapons, including 
missiles. The balance is devoted primarily to aircraft fuel storage. 

Approximately $40 million of the maintenance category are devoted 
to aircraft maintenance facilities, principally for S AC units at bases 
in the United States. 

The medical facilities category, representing 1.2 percent of the 
total program, includes the construction of 4 hospitals, 3 dental clinics, 
and 1 dispensary. 

The real-estate improvements category includes items for erosion 
control, removal of hazards, and relocations and removal of facilities. 

Mr. Chairman, with your permission, we are now coming to family 
housing. I am to be followed by General Gill, who will give a detailed 
breakdown of our family housing. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

General Rentz. So I would like to skip over the family housing 
part, Mr. Chairman, with your permission. 
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The Cuarrman. May I say, General, of course, the next thing we 
are going to do when we finish your statement is to read the bill line 
by line. The very first page carries some family houses. It wouldn’t 
take you long to read family housing. Go on and read it. 

General Renrz. All right, sir. Fine. 

Family housing. The requirement for family housing remains the 
most important segment of personnel facilities. Since fiscal year 1955, 
which was the first recent program of any size, there have been ap- 
proximately 18,400 houses authorized by the Congress to be con- 
structed with appropriated funds. Of this amount, 1,200 have been 
constructed, 5,600 are either under construction or in the current 
program, and approximately 11,600 are being apeURE SIE for private 
capital under the amended title VIII of the National Housing Act, 
under which it is now hoped to provide the bulk of the Ais Worcs 
family housing. There are about 54,000 units in the active title VIIT 
program, of which 10,811 are under construction or ready for con- 
tract at 15 locations. 

At overseas locations, family housing is planned to be provided 
primarily by the surplus commodity program. Other means for pro- 
viding housing overseas, such as the rental guaranty method, are 
utilized when the surplus commodity program is not possible. To 
meet the requirements in selected locations, where other programs do 
not work, there are 1,507 units included in this authorization bill to 
cost $26,302,000 of appropriated funds at the following locations: 


CuHart No. 4.—Family housing in Air Force, fiscal year 1958, military construction 














authorization 
eccaiapacnamiapmes ‘ cieichedetaanich caniiniaierenendlic ; — ethene 
Base Number | Cost 
ofunits | 
Glasgow Air Force Base, Mont.. aii 7 | $1, 184, 000 
Kinross Air Force Base, Mich_--..-...-.--- 39 689, 000 





Otis Air Force Base, Mass.........-.----..-- SEL ES OR | 488 8, 594, 000 
Dobbins Air Force Base, Ga_____.- : :. ie : J 5 198, 000 
Wendover Air Force Base, Utah_._.... pis btn cin gn ithe cBidede tantck aes 68 1, 217, 000 
Aircraft control and warning sites (54 loeations)_...............--.-- 840 | 14, 510, 000 

Total_.__-- Sidene thitenheutdsamiicnpibeycerengonns . 1, 507 26, 302, 000 


The 840 units at the remote radar stations in the air-defense system 
constitute the third increment. in providing a minimum of 27 units at 
each individual site. The fiscal year 1957 authorization act included 
the second increment of 1,213 units, of which 800 have been funded 
and are in the stages of design and construction. The distribution 
of the 840 units is tentatively apportioned to 54 sites, but detailed 
engineering surveys have not been made at all of these locations. For 
this reason, flexibility is required, and bulk authorization is requested 
for 840 units at various locations as was authorized for 1,213 units last 
year. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask you a question right there. That 1.507 
units, Mr. Chairman—you say other programs wouldn’t work. That 
is because you have installations there whose longevity has never been 
determined—say, for instance, you couldn’t liquidate a Capehart 
project ? 

General Rentz. General Gill. 

General Gru. This is General Gill, Director of Facilities, Sup- 
port Headquarters, USAF. 
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At each of these locations, for example, Glasgow, Kinross, and Otis, 
the land is under relatively short-term lease and we can’t build Cape- 
hart housing at those locations. At Wendover, the cost of offsite util- 
ities would exceed the statutory limit of $1,500 per unit and we can’t 
build title VIII there. At Dobbins, the project 1s too small to build a 
new title VIII housing. And the A. C. & W. sites are in the same—— 

Mr. Rivers. A. C. & W. naturally are temporary. 

General Giit. Too small to manage under new title VITI. 

General Rentz. Under Capehart 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead, General. 

Mr. Brooxs. General, w hy haven’t you made better progress than 
this on the housing ? You show, for instance, 11,000 units to be given 
over to Capehart. Well, that originally was intended to be public 
housing, wasn’t it? 

General Guu. Mr. Brooks, it still will be public housing when the 
Capehart housing is built. It will then become public quarters. 

Mr. Brooxs. I mean it was intended to be by direct appropriation. 

General Git. Well, certain of these 12,000 units were authorized by 
this committee; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Why didn’t you go ahead with it? 

General Griu. Because the high competition for operational re- 
quirements precluded our funding these units with appropriated fund 
dollars. 

Mr. Brooxs. You didn’t ask for the money, then, in other words, 
on them ? 

General Gitt. We never got to the point where we could ask for the 
money. 

Mr. Brooxs. Yes. 

We are disappointed, like you say in the next paragraph. The com- 
mittee, I will say, is disappointed, too. 

The Cuatrman. While that question is raised, let me submit a little 
observation as to the difference in costs. Of course we adopted a pro- 
gram of some 30,000 direct appropriated units for the 3 services. We 
started off and thought that was the proper way, but somehow or 
other we got switched from off that program to what is known as the 
Wherry houses. We assumed that everybody would get hot in build- 
ing Wherry houses and thought we were going to build them without 
cost to the Government, but we found that an $8,000 house by the time 
the Government got the title cost around $50,000. So that was too hot 
a potato. 

We jumped over then to what was known as the Capehart house. 
Now let me just tell you what a Capehart unit would cost. A Cape- 
hart unit at the end of 50 years will cost $42,807. And a direct appro- 
priated house will cost $30,702, in the 50 years. 

It means that in the 50-year period the Capehart housing will cost 
$1,320 million more than direct appropriated houses. 

Now the trouble about the whole thing was this. We didn’t want 
to have a large budget showing the direct appropriations. So we 
tried to fool ourselves and say “We will go out here and build them 
on some other scheme and it doesn’t appear in the budget,” but in the 
long run it costs us far more money. 

Now we have all committed ourselves to the Capehart houses. We 
have to buy up these Wherry houses. And when we buy up these 
Wherry houses, then we have to spend about $2,500 to $4,500 per unit 
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to put them in condition to meet the requirement of suitable quarters 
for the personnel. But there is nothing we can do about it. We just 
thought we were going to get something for nothing. And that is true 
through life. You don’t get something for nothing. You have to pay 
for it. It would have been the sensible thing and economic thing to 
have done, to build them when we first started by direct appropria- 
tions. We didn’t want those large sums of money in the budget. be- 
cause we wanted to deceive ourselves and fool ourselves, and we went 
ahead and did it under the Capehart and under the Wherry, and it is 
going to cost more money. 

Gro ahead now. 

Mr. Rivers. General Gill hit the nail on the head. He said “We 
were not permitted to ask for them.” They never got down to it. 
They don’t like it, either. 

The Carman. Well, the Department does like the Capehart 
houses. Because here is General LeMay testifying before the Banking 
and Currency Committee. He says this: “And by and large we are 
getting a better house to live in out of the title VIII house now, the 
Capehart house, than we are out of the appropriated house. It is a 
better house.” 

Now that is what General LeMay said last year in testifying. 

But all that is water over the dam. Let us get down to omc 

Mr. Brooks. General LeMay, Mr. Chairman, was not, in my judg- 
ment, favorable to Capehart housing originally. They changed him 
on that there. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. He is a great airman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I believe he is trying to do the best thing. 

The Cuamman. Of course I want to sum it up this way: We are 
committing ourselves to the Capehart program. Let’s go live with 
it. Let’s quit talking about appropriated houses. Because the De- 
partment can’t get the money and we are only going to authorize them 
where it is absolutely necessary and Capehart houses can’t be used. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman 

The CuHarrMan. We want to buy up Wherry houses. And we are 
buying them and condemning them wherever a Capehart unit has been 
established. 

Mr. Keiiener. Of the 30,000 houses, Mr. Chairman, that were ap- 
proved by two laws from this committee, twenty-nine-odd thousand 
were appropriated for, as a matter of fact. 

The Cuarrman. Twenty-nine thousand ? 

Mr. Keitever. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. We will wind up then with 30,000. 

Mr. Rivers. That shows you whether or not the Air Force likes 
them. General LeMay is right. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Brooks. If we would approve more of them, maybe they would 
go ahead and build more by direct appropriations. Because that is 
not a bad record, the 30,000. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, if I may comment on the comments of 
the gentleman from Louisiana. We tried that and what they do— 
we might as well face it. They get so much money and there is other 
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things they want to spend that money for and they can buy the Cape- 
hart housing on time. Now I think it is futile—that is just typical 
of the American way. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. And it affects the various services. They are doing ex- 
actly the same thing. The quicker we realize it, I think the better 
off we are. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead, General. We are all back of Capehart 
housing. 

General Rentz. Progress in overseas areas is even less satisfactory. 
The direct title I surplus commodity housing program method has 
worked only in isolated cases, such as in the United Kingdom. The 
Air Force believes that the alternate method—the so-called barter 
transaction—has great potential, but has not yet been allowed by the 
Commodity Credit Corporation and the Department of Agriculture 
to use the barter method. We are becoming gravely concerned at the 
excessive time we have been awaiting an agreement. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have more on that. 
I am distressed about that. 

The Cuarrman. Let him go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. He made a statement about the “barter” thing that is 
very important. I want to know why it is being held up. It is 
taking a lot of time before our subcommittee. 

Mr. Arenps. We held it up yesterday. 

General Renrz. General Gill is prepared to go into that in detail. 

The Cuairman. Allright. Weare prepared to find out all about it. 
We couldn’t find out much about it yesterday. 

Go ahead. 

General Rentz. The Air Force finds itself in the undesirable posi- 
tion of neither programing our housing under the more clear-cut 
method of congressional authorization and appropriation, nor being 
able to count on concurrence of other Government agencies for get- 
ting on with our principal programs for overseas housing. 

Appropriated funds for housing in overseas areas are used only 
where other means are not feasible. Air Force experience with con- 
struction estimates in Alaska and bids received on Goose Airbase, 
Labrador, prove that the existing statutory dollar limits are inade- 
quate in those areas. Until the dollar limits are raised for family 
housing in Alaska and Canada, authorized projects in these areas 
cannot be constructed. 

Real estate: The Air Force seeks authorization in this fiscal year 
1958 military construction program to acquire various interests in 
28.041 acres of land inside United States at a cost of $9,722,000, and 
3 acres in Puerto Rico at a cost of $6,000. These land interests are 
required primarily to extend runways for heavy bombers at existing 
installations; to develop facilities for the guided-missile programs; to 
establish clearances for flight safety in runway approach zones; to 
provide safety clearances for weapons storage facilities; and to ex- 

and operational and support facilities. The chart summarizes the 
Jand items in the program. 





1999 


Cxrart No. 5.—Land interests in Air Force, fiscal year 1958 military construction 
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There are no withdrawals from the public domain. 

Disposal of real property: Although the acquisition of real estate 
is an essential part of carrying out the military construction program, 
the Air Force fully appreciates the problems of local communities 
and the national w elfare in meeting the impact of military land acqui- 
sition. It is the Air Force policy to acquire only that land needed for 
present and immediately foreseeable operations and to relinquish 
lands for which continued requirements are not foreseen. During cal- 
endar year 1956, the Air Force issued directives to dispose of 169, O77 
acres of land and 163,042 square feet of space in buildings in the 
United States. A summation of disposals by type follows: (1) Land 
returned to public domain, 93,710 acres. (2) Government-owned land, 
with improvements, 8,490 acres. This land will be returned to the tax 
rolls, resulting in increased revenue for the communities concerned, 
Further, the sale of this property results in certain moneys being 
deposited i in the Treasury of the United States. (3) Leases canceled, 
66,877 acres of land, and 163,042 square feet of space in buildings. 
Cancellation of these leases results in reductions of $319,731 per annum 
in lease costs, as well as considerable reductions in annual maintenance 
costs. 

Replacement of substandard facilities: Accomplishment of the re- 
quired Air Force replacement program is retarded by the number of 
high priority construction projects required to eliminate deficiencies, 
which of necessity take precedence over replacements. For the past 
several years and continuing in our fiscal year 1958 construction pro- 
gram, priority within the limited replacement program is accorded to 
substandard troop housing and dining facilities. Replacement of 
facilities in the fiscal year 1958 military ‘construction program amount 
to $39,231,000, or about 5 percent of the total program. In quick 
summary, these replacements include: troop housing and messing, 
$19,110,000; medical facilities, including 2 hospitals, $4,398,000 ; other 
personnel facilities, $11,033,000 : operational and maintenance facili- 
ties, $2,814,000; and other facilities, $1,876,000. An acceleration of the 
rate of replacement in subsequent construction programs will reduce 
current excessive base maintenance costs and provide acceptable living 
and working conditions for personnel. 

Increases in prior years’ authorizations: In developing detailed en- 
gineering plans for the programs authorized by prior years’ public 
laws, it is found that the amounts authorized for certain projects are 
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insufficient to permit their accomplishment. A summary of the proj- 
ects requiring authorization increases is shown on the chart. 

Under Public Law 534 request an increase in authorization of $3,- 
817,000. Under Public Law 161, an increase of $24,122,000. Under 
Public Law 968, $87,016,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, General, is that brought about on account of. 
your inability to get contracts or have you made effort to get contracts, 
or what caused you to conclude that $114 million that was previously 
authorized—you needed an additional $114 million to that previously 
authorized ? 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say at this time that 
this deficiency authorization is as distasteful to the Air Force as it is 
to this committee. 

We have tried to find ways to build these required facilities without 
requesting this deficiency authorization. Now, as you know, Mr. 
Chairman, these deficiencies are brought about by the inc reased. cost 
and also by the changing criteria. 

The CHairman. Then, do I understand, when you use the word 
“deficiency,” then you tried to make a contract or haven’t made a 
contract : and you need that much more money. 

General Renz. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I assume you haven’t made any contracts. 

General Ren'rz. We need this much more authorization, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. In order to award these contracts. 

The Cuarrman. Now, how do you determine that? Now, having 
made no effort to advertise for a contract, how do you know on spec ific 
items that you will need more than we authorized last year ? 

General Rentz. By the latest construction wor king estimates we 
get from the field, Mr. Chairman, that reflects the increased cost over 
and above what had been previously authorized. 

I would like to say at this time that one of the big reasons for this 
deficiency authorization is the change in criteria we made in runways 
for the B-52’s. We started out with 100,000-pound single-wheel load- 
ing runways. We had to go to 240,000-pound stress for B-52 runways. 
Due to the increased weight of the aircraft and the channelized per- 
formance, that was necessary. 

The CHatrman. I can understand it. Then the major portion of 
this $114 million was on account of runways ? 

General Renrz. The major portion, yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what you mean when you say “change in 
criteria” ? 

General Rentz. Change in criteria, Mr. Rivers. We started out 
with a criteria of 100,000. We thought it would be ample for the 
B-52’s. With the experience we had with the first operating base at 
Castle, it was proved inadequate. The Corps of Engineers then came 
up with the 240,000 criteria. 

The Cu. em AN. What percent of the $114 million would you say is 
for runways ? 

General Rentz. I would say 50 percent, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Fifty percent is for runways. Then where is the 
other increase? How did the other increase occur? 
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General Rentz. The other increases are caused by a general increase 
is cost from the time that we made the estimatee until the time we—— 

The CuarrmMan. Well, the price of labor is about the same. The 
price of lumber and brick and nails and hardware and things of that 
type is about the same for the last 2 or 3 years, isn’t it? How much 
has it goneup? What percent ? 

General Renz. Mr. Chairman, if we could continue, on the top 
of page 20, it gives a breakdown of the percentages there. 

The Cuatrman. All right, good. Th at might help me. All right. 

General Rentz. But before leaving deficiency authorization, Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to mention again that we are doing every- 
thing possible to eliminate deficiency “authorization. There is only 
one other way we could do it and that would be to come back and 
get items that we could not build under the existing ceiling author- 
ized in a new bill. 

Mr. Arenps. General, can I ask you a question? Is this in addi- 
tion to some other projec ts we had authorized ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Arenps. That is the point I was trying to get. This is in addi- 
tion. There are other projects involved in this? 

General Reavis, Yes, sir. This is additional authorization over 
and above what had been given for the same projects. There are no 
new projects in this deficiency authorization, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arenps. Then all of this would be added costs. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Arenps. What is the $114 million in relation to the total 
amount of authorization originally, then? How much more is the 
$114 million on top of what? What was the authorization that the 
$114 million was to be added to! 

The CuarrmMan. Last year’s bill. 

Mr. Smarr. The total line items without your increase, 

Mr. Arenps. I am just trying to figure out——— 

General Renrz. I think I can give these answers by this following 
statement. 

Mr. Arenps. I am trying to figure what percentage addition this 
is to what was originally—— 

General Rentz. Right. 

Mr. Rivers. That also means—— 

The Cuarmman. About 10 percent. Wait one minute. Now if 
you look in the bill you will see the various items that it refers to. 
For instance, I just happened to turn here, with respect to Carswell 
Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Tex. Strike out $5,992,000 and insert 
in there $7,363,000. Now it is all broken down by line items. They 
could not do what the book said and what we authorized for the 
$5 million, so they have to have the $7 million to do the work. 

Mr, Gavin. W ell, they changed their plar ins and specifications from 
their original designs and a. year later they come up with some dif- 
ferences again and maybe in a year from now there will be another 
$114 million. 

The CuatrmMan. Now that is a very pertinent question. Is that 
correct? Is that the way it is brought about ? 

General Renz. Mr. Chairman, “that is correct only as far as the 
pavements go, where we changed the criteria from 100,000 to 240,000. 
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Mr. Gavin. Do you mean to tell me you haven’t changed any plans 
or specifications on any of these airbases other than just on runways? 

General Rentz. I wouldn’t make that blanket statement, sir. 

Mr. Gavry. You just said a minute ago it just pertains to runways. 
I concluded from this you made a great many changes on your bases 
from a year ago in your designs and plans and specific ations. There 
is no use of putting the responsibility of it allon runways. Because 
the Air Force does change their minds and plans. Just like the 
5 or 6 bases that we needed so badly a year ago and we are now aban- 
doning them. We are giving them up. We are not even going to 
follow through on them. 

General Renvz. I qualified my statement, sir. I said only 50 per- 
cent was due to pavements. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman. Then do I understand you, General, 
to say that 50 percent of this is due to increased cost and 50 percent 
due to runways changes ? 

General Renrz. In generalities, of course, that is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. This authorization means—— 

The CHatmrman. Of course, General, a great deal of it is brought 
about, as suggested by Mr. Gavin-— you had another look and you 
changed your ‘minds and you drew the plans again and specifications 
again n and all that necessar rily has cost more money. 

Now I want to say this 

Mr. Brooks. He didn’t say that, Mr. Chairman. He said 50 per- 
cent. He changed his plans but it did not cost any more money. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, it did cost more money. 

Mr. Brooks. He said 50 percent is due to increased costs and 50 
percent due to the change in the runways. Isn’t that right? 

General Renrz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I want to say that these items have been ap- 
pearing in the authorization bill for about 2 years. 

Now this is a new thing that is happening. And it disturbed me 
at first. The year before last was the first time any of these depart- 
ments came in here with deficiency authorizations on prior projects. 
We gave it to them. Last year it was a little bit more. Now this 
year it is getting a little higher. 

Now I think we better begin to look at this thing. It might be 
wise to say—you were wrong 2 years ago, as you didn’t know how 
much money you need; what assurance do we have you are still not 
in error now ¢ 

And whenever you are in doubt, so Benjamin Franklin said, the 
best thing is to do nothing. It might be a pretty good idea for us 
to sometimes say “No.” 

Now we gave you what you wanted. You figured it out. We 
supported you. Now you come in here and say that won’t do it. 
Then what assurance have we that it will not do it? 

I am afraid this is beginning to open up a wedge now that is going 
to confront this committee a long time after I have got out of this 
seat. 

But I wanted Mr. Brooks and Mr. Arends to better keep an eye on 
this thing pretty close, and this whole committee. It is going to 
happen the year after next and it is going to happen next year be- 
cause you found out we will go along with you and now you are be- 
ginning to ride us pretty hard. 
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Now I am not saying that only to you but I am saying it all three 
of the services, 

Mr. Heéserr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the general one question in 
connection with the 50-percent cost? I wonder whether he wouldn’t 
explain a little bit more. When he says “higher costs for airfield 
pavement,” that doesn’t say airfield runways. Don’t you really mean 
all the covering on an air field : and not merely runways ! 

General Renz. Runways, aprons, taxiways. 

Mr. H&pert. That is correct. 

General Rentz. All pavements. 

Mr. Hésert. That is what you really mean. But you don’t say 
that here. And you give the committee the impression you are talk- 
ing only about runways. 

General Renz. No, sir; I am talking about all pavements, sir. 

Mr. Heéserr. Of course you are. Aren’t you also substituting con- 
crete for asphalt at a higher cost, contrary to a recommendation of 
the investigating committee ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. These were programed for concrete, sir. 

Mr. Heénerr. They were programed ¢ 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hénerr. Haven't you changed under the direction of the inves- 

tigating committee to use the asph: alt in noneritical areas? Hasn’t the 
Air Force stretched everything toa critical area for concrete ¢ 

General Rentz. I would like to call upon my construction people 
for the answer to that, Mr. Hébert. 

Mr. Heéeerr. That is where the cost comes. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we know—I think this is now. 

Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The CHarrman. Now somebody has to be positive about this matter 
for these three services. 

Mr. Arenpbs. General, here is what I am trying to get at—the rela- 
tion of the $114 million to the overall cost. Let’s break it down this 
way in building a house. 

For instance, I say I am going to build a house for $40,000. Then 
I determine a little bit that instead of a shingle roof I will put on a 
slate roof which costs me an extra $1,000 or $9,000. Finally, when I 
get the house built due to maybe—this is under contract—to changes 
I pe rsonally have made, I have $10,000 added to the $40,000 cost. 
It is an increase of 20 percent. In other words, the relationship of 
the increased costs of $10,000 to the $40,000. That is what I want 
to find out here—what happened ¢ 

General Rentz. Well, on page 18, Mr. Arends, these top figures 
will show you the percentage of increase against the current author- 
ization ; such as, your first one is $415 million. And we are requesting 
an increase of § $3, 817,000. 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 

General Rentz. Eight hundred and seventeen, that is. 

Mr. Rivers. General. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Arends, are you finished ? 

Mr. Arenps. Go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. I wanted to ask you. These figures which you give us 
in authorization are purely estimates. You go out here and you lay 
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out a base at X location. You get the Army engineers to get their 
slide rules and they give you an estimate on what it would cost. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. After you check with your own installations people. 
These are nothing but estimates. And it is quite likely that you are 
liable to go: above or below on mi iny items, whether it is the high cost of 
construction or not, and quite frequently these estimates here exceed 
what the cost is, because a lot of items there are savings. 

General Rentz. That is correct, there are savings in the estimate. 

Mr. Rivers. These are estimates. I found plenty of cases where 
there are savings. 

The Cuarrman. Let me say this. These items that are referred to 
in the bill for deficiency authorizations—some of them have been au- 
thorized at least 2 or 3 years; have they not? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, wait 1 minute. ‘Now, if they had been funded immediately, 
you would not be asking for the deficiency authorizations. Therefore, 
T think the committee would be sound if we write in this bill and say 
that all authorizations that are not funded within 3 years automatically 
are repealed. 

Now that will have this effect. It will have the effect that when 
you come before the committee you will be in business to build them 
as quick as you can get clearance from the budget. It will have the 
effect of keeping down the great spread between authorization and 
appropriation. It will have the effect of you making a contract. 
And when you make a contract, why you can—if you are going to do it 
now, you can do it better than if you put it off. 

Just like the wisdom of the House the other day—going along with 
the House Office Building, since you started. 

In other words, whenever you put your hand to the plow, don’t turn 
back. 

Mr. Rivers. Don’t turn back. 

The Cuatrman. When you come in here and get these authoriza- 
tions, you ought to be so proud to get them and so anxious to get 
the 

Mr. Hanon. No question about it. 

The Cuarman. And in such command that you will drive with 
every force you can to get the money that it costs and build them as 
quick as you can, and then put your mind and attention to something 
else. 

Now some of these authorizations in here to my certain knowledge 
have been nearly 4 years on the books. ‘That is the reason you are ask- 
ing for this deficiency authorization. 

I don’t know if we would not be sound in going back and striking 
every one of them—for the Army, Navy, and Air Force. But we can’t 
be hardheaded. Weare up against the proposition that we have to be 
realistic. So probably the right thing is not to do it. 

I certainly hope next year you won't do it, and if you do, I hope some- 
body will have the courage to say “No.” 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, would you permit an observation ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir, Mr. Gavin, it is a pleasure. 

Mr. Gavin. Sometimes it is questionable in my mind, General, how 
carefully you plan. How carefully do you plan? We take, for in- 
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stance, an interceptor-fighter base, say at Pittsburgh or Uniontown. 
So you develop all the plans for that base. But you don’t develop any 
plans to look after the personnel to operate the base or fly the planes. 
Then when you get all established with an interceptor base say at 
Pittsburgh, then you have to have housing for your personnel. ‘They 
are all strewn over the city of Pittsburgh? If you were called on 
for an emergency, the traffic conditions are such that pilots couldn’t 
get to the base, the maintenance personnel is not on the base, and you 
are in a flux and confusion. 

So when you develop a plan—and that is your responsibility—why 
don’t you develop a plan that you are going to take care of that situa- 
tion for 10 or 15 years and not find yourself in difficulty where, after 
you get the fighter base established, you haven’t any place to put your 
personnel or your flyers or your maintenace personnel or anybody else 
to look after the planes and fly them. 

And how they ever could get, say in an area like Pittsburgh, where 
they are scattered all over, if they were suddenly called on for a hit, 
in a plane and takeoff to justify what we are investing our money to 
protect, I don’t see. 

I wonder sometimes where your planning is. 

General Renrz. I would like to say that is an excellent observation 
and it has been done in the past, but I think our planning today, sir, 
takes into consideration all the phases that you mentioned. How to 
take care of our people before we put that base in operation. 

The CuatrMan. Now let me ask you this, to clear it up in my mind. 
Now, is the cost of these items now predicated and based upon facts 
and information that will not cause you to ask for a deficiency pro- 
gram? 

General Rentz. You mean in this $114 million, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No. 

The CuarrmMan. No, in the whole bill. 

General Renz. In the whole bill? 

The CuatrmMan. Yes. 

General Ren'rz. They are based on estimates received from the field, 
and this is the first time that every item that we request authorization 
for will be in the appropriation plan for this fiscal year. Therefore, 
we should not run into the problem of carrying these items as unfunded 
authorization over a number of years as we have done previously. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to state that we think lowering the 5 
years to 4 or 3 years would not be detrimental to our operation one iota. 

The Cuarrman. I was just figuring about 2 years. 

General Rentz. No, sir. [Laughter.] 

No, sir, I think 2 years 

The Cuarrman. We would be sound. Because, now, if you are 
asking for approval of items here now, it is based upon today’s cost, 
isn’t it? 

General Renz. Today’s cost, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now then, if you don’t ask for that 
money before the budget and if you don’t get it, then you are liable to 
create a deficiency. 

Mr. Héserr. That is right. 

Mr. Kicanee. Shouldn’t you project your costs forward for about 
a year? 
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General Renvz. Our estimating agencies do not project it forward. 
They take the estimates as they are today. 

Mr. Kextener. But construction costs have been on a steady rise 
all the time. 

General Renz. It has been a steady rise. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, is this the $114 million, the ori iginal 
amount unfunded ? 

The Cuarrman. Qh, no. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. He said he couldn’t award the contract. 
So it must have been unfunded. 

Mr. Brooks. No. 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking about the original amount on which you 
are going to add this $114 million. You are going to put this $114 
million on some other projects. Have they been funded ? 

General Rentz. Some of them have under this authorization and 
some of them have not. We can’t fund the projects that are required 
that have been previously authorized until we get this additional $114 
million authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. When you say have not been funded, you mean have 
not been appropriated, either. 

General Rentz. No, sir, they were all cleared for appropriations. 

Mr. Rivers. Have they been appropriated for ! 

General Rentz. We have not put money against them, because 

Mr. Rivers. Is your money in the bank ¢ 

General Rentz. Money is in the bank. 

Mr. Rivers. Money is in the bank now. When you get this $114 
million, you get that out of the bank and add this $114 million and 
spend it. 

General Rentz. No, sir, the money will be taken out of the fiscal 
year 1958 money to finance these items. 

Mr. Rivers. It has not been appropriated. 

General Rentz. It has not been appropriated. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

The Cuarrman. Now 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I have a question or two in connection 
with the first column on this chart. Let’s take the bottom item, Pub- 
lic Law 968, where you show $1,360 million current authorization. 
Now is that the amount of authorization under Public Law 968 that 
you expect to ask for funding this year ¢ 

General Renrz. That was the authorization for the bases affected, 
Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I am trying to find out whether or not this $87 
million increase that you are asking for applies to an amount of 
authorization which you are not even going to use? 

General Renrz. No, sir. We are not asking for any deficiency 
authorization for any item that we do not have in our appropriation 
plan this year. 

Mr. Harpy. Then I take it that your appropriation request is the 
sum of the items in the last column, is that right ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 


General Rentz. No, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. All right. You said you were not asking for any- 
thing that you didn’t have—you weren’t asking for any authorization 
which wasn’t included in your appropriation request. 

General Renz. Let me put it this way, Mr. Hardy. The figure in 
the second column, the $114 million 

Mr. Harpy. I see that. 

General Renvz. That will be included in our appropriation plan 
on prior authorized items. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, but, what I am trying to understand is, of the 
amount of prior authorization how much of it is still going to be left 
over that you are not going to seek financing for this year? In your 
first column there. You have a whole flock of authorization there, 
some of which has not been funded and you are not asking any funds 
for; isn’t that right ? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, then your $87 million or your $114 million 
doesn't really apply to the total amount you have in column 1. 

General Rentz. No, sir; it doesn’t. It applies to the stations 
affected. 

Mr. Harpy. Allright. So the percentage that we are talking about 
now, the percentage of increase, or percentage of error, is not properly 
reflected by comparing those two columns. 

General Renrz. No, sir. That was the total amount of the bill. 
You are entirely right. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. In order that we can understand what we 
are doing, you made your comparisons on a percentage of the total 
figures, General, and that is totally misleading as far as I am con- 
cerned because I don’t understand what it applies to. 

General Rentz. We have furnished the committee, Mr. Chairman, 
detailed items that require additional authorization in order to fund. 

The Cuarmman. That is set out in the bill. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; we have furnished that to the counsel. 

The Crarman. I think that is set out in the bill. 

Mr. Wirson. Each item in the bill. 

Mr. Harpy. The one question I am concerned with right now is 
trying to find a proper comparison to determine how much this 
increase amounts to. 

Mr. Arenps. That is what I have been emphasizing. 

Mr. Harpy. It doesn’t mean anything the way it is set out here now. 
Now the general has figures down in his statement here that range 
from 1 percent to 6.4 percent and they are totally meaningless insofar 
as I understand the presentation. 

General Renrz. What I would like to furnish, Mr. Hardy, would 
be the stations affected as we have furnished to the counsel. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, General, that wouldn’t mean anything. 

General Renrz. Yes, it will, sir. That will show exactly 

Mr. Harpy. Not unless you have funded the entire authorization for 
those stations. 

General Rentz. We can show what has been funded and what has 
not been funded. 

Mr. Harpy. If you make a comparison of the amount of funding 
from each of these bills that you have here with this second column— 
1 mean each of the public laws with the second column, you would 
have something that has some significance. 
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General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. But when you compare your request for an increase 
with the total amount of that bill authorization, it is just as misleading 
as can be. 

Now, finance, your $87 million, which is your third item down 
there—and in your discussion you said it is 6.4 percent of the amount 
of authorization 

The Cuarrman. Well 

Mr. Harpy. Just a minute, Mr. Chairman: You said 6.4 percent 
of the amount of authorization, but it doesn’t mean anything at all. 
Now actually the amount of the authorization to which that $87 million 
applies might not be as much as $87 million as far as we know. 

General Renrz. I can certainly see your point, Mr. Hardy. And I 
think the information that we have furnished will clear that point. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, maybe it is here somewhere, but I haven’t seen 
it. And if anybody can tell us right now—if you could tell me, for 
instance, what the amount in Public Law 968 is to which this $87 
million increase applies, then I could understand it. But I can’t 
understand it the way you have it set up. 

General Rentz. Well, I would like to furnish that for the record, 
then, Mr. Hardy: 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to see it before I act on this bill, Mr. 
Chairman. Because this thing here just puts us way out in the dark, 
when you talk about 1 percent in item 1 and you talk about 6 percent 
in item 3 and it doesn’t mean anything. 

The Cuamman. I think it will be a slowdown of deficiencies if you 
put a provision in the bill that all authorizations not funded within 2 

ears from the date of the authorization are automatically repealed. 
think that will cut down a considerable amount of deficiency au- 
thorizations. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Don’t you, General 

General Rentz. Mr. C hairman, I think 2 years is a little short, sir- 
I think 3 years—it would not hurt our operation whatsoever. And I 
think in fact it would give us a more efficient operation to get some 
of that unfunded carryover off our books. 

The Cuarrman. All right, now. Go ahead. You are making a 
good statement. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin- Who is doing the engineering work for the Air Force 
now! United States engineers / 

General Rentz. The engineers and the Navy Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, both. 

Mr. Gavin. How much of a personnel do you have in the Air Force 
engineers now ¢ 

General Renrz. In the Air Force engineers ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

General Rentz. The total authorization 

Mr. Gavin. No, not authorization. 

General Rentz. You mean at all our bases ? 

Mr. Gavin. What comprises the Air Force engineers ? 

General Gru. I can say this. If by your use of the words “Air 
Force engineers” you mean the sts ition engineers, the total force— 
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which is not only for this purpose of new construction, and it is a 
very small portion on that, but for the operation and maintenance 
bases—would come to about 110 000; 90 percent of that is in the 
operation and maintenance division. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, SCARWAF was abolished. 

yeneral Renz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I just wondered if all the engineering was now con- 
ducted by the United States engineers and the Department of the 
Navy engineers, or whether you were still continuing your engineer- 
ing corps as you did have when you were under SCARWAF. 

General Rentz. No, sir. We are not continuing it. We did not 
gain any of the spaces that were lost by SC ARWAF, sir. 

The Carman. Mr. Wilson, any questions ? 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to point out to Mr. Hardy 
that on page 61 of the bill the "Air Force has broken down here item 
by item each one of these increased authorizations. 

The Cuatrman, That is right. 

Mr. Wison. In fact, more than half of their bill has to do with 
direct items 

The CuarrmMan. Well, $114 million out of the $900 million is for 
this item. Go ahead, General. Now start down at the paragraph on 
page 19. These authorization increases— 

General Rentz. These authorization increases represent the net 
deficiency considering both project savings and cost overruns on each 
project in the installation programs involved, details of which have 
been provided to the committee. By type of construction item, about 
50 percent of the increases result from higher costs for airfield pave- 
ne with the balance as follows: aircraft hangars, shelters and 
shops, 9 percent ; utilities, 8 percent; troop housing, 7 i percent ; family 
housing i in overseas areas, 5 percent; weapon and ammunition storage, 
5 percent ; technical facilities for research and development, 4 per- 
cent ; aircraft refueling and fuel storage, 3 percent ; special communi- 
cations, 2 percent ; and other types, 7 percent. 

Cost increases in the Air Force military construction program are 
caused by several factors; principal among which are: 

(1) First the constantly increasing construction cost index. The 
National Construction Cost Index indicates that a unit of construc- 
tion that could be obtained for $1 in 1949 cost $1.25 in 1952, $1.30 in 
1954, $1.40 in 1956, and $1.50 today. The program estimates for the 
projects selected for this deficiency request were developed 2 to 4 
years ago, so that the total station authorization 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. So that the total station authorization is deficient 
where construction projects are not funded and placed under contract 
promptly upon approval of the authorization, or unless some items 
are deferred from the station program to compensate for increased 
cost of items actually constructed. 

The CuatrmMan. When you do that, why not just abandon it? 

General Rentz. Pardon me? Why not abandon? 

The CratrmMan. Because you told the whole story there. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan (reading) : 








The program estimates for the projects selected for this deficiency request 
were developed 2 to 4 years ago, so the total station authorization is deficient 
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where construction projects are not funded and placed under contract promptly 
upon approval of the authorization. 

In other words, as long as you had the authorization and you don’t 
do anything the higher the cost runs, as your table above just shows. 
Now, not only that: 

Or unless some items are deferred from the station program to compensate for 
increased cost of items actually constructed. 

Then, in other words, you switch certain items in one base to build 
items of another character in a different base. 

General Rentz. Not at a different base, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketiener. Same base, Mr. Chairman. 

General Rentz. On the same base. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

General Rentz. If we had 10 times authorized for that base, we 
may only be able to build 8 of those items under the station authoriza- 
tion. 

The Cuarrman,. Well, then, it might be a good idea just to stop right 
there and not try to get a deficiency authorization and see whether 
you need those other items. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, as I say originally, there is only 
one other way of getting away from deficiency authorization, outside 
of funding that current year, and that would be to come in and re- 
authorize items that we have not built under old authorization. 

The Cuatrman. I think that is sounder than to go ahead and order- 
ing deficiency authorizations. You must say “We couldn’t build,” and 
let the committee take another look at it, to see whether or not they 
wanted—and you have a line item in the book to show what it is. 

General Rentz. Absolutely, sir. 

The Cuatrman. We could then determine whether or not it is war- 
ranted in view of the expenditure you have already made. 

General Rentz. The Air Force, Mr. Chairman, would not object 
to coming in and asking reauthorization for items that we could not 
build on account of station total authorizations and then preclude the 
submittal of any deficiency authorization. 

The Cuamman. Now we are making some progress, members of the 
committee, on this deficiency proposition, and I hope we work out 
something. And I hope that your views will be shared by the other 
two departments. I think we ought to do something along that line, 
probably at this session. And here is a good time to start, right in 
this bill. You always have to start somewhere. Why wouldn't it be 
wise, then, just to say, “No, we won’t grant any of this deficiency for 
any of these departments now,” and just send them a notice to come 
before the committee next year to get new authorizations, if it needs 
these items referred to in the deficienc y. 

You have to start some time. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; but we could not operate that way this 
year. 

The Cuarmman. Well 

General Rentz, Because we have 

The Cuamman. All right. Wouidn’t you be in the same fix next 
year ? 

General Rentz. No, sir, we would not be in the same fix next year, 


Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuamman. How would you correct it now? Why wouldn’t it 
apply today as well as it could apply next June? , 

General Rentz. To begin with, Mr. Chairman, the $87 million, 
which is a big portion of the $114 million, which was Public Law 968, 
84th Congress, was caused by adding the SAC dispersal bases to the 
authorization program without the benefit of field estimates. 

The CHarrman. Then how can we bring it about if we don’t have a 
starting date? We have to start sometimes. Then the only way to 
write it is to say in the report there will be no more deficiency authori- 
zations. If you don’t get money from the Appropriations Commit- 
tees sufficient to meet your requirements now, then you just have to 
come back in here and get a new authorization. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, it would mean 2 bills each year. 
The practical effect of it, Mr. Chairman, is to have 2 bills each year, 
one for new authorization and one reauthorizing old projects which 
they didn’t have enough authority for. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, all of this brings up a rather 

The Cuarrman. Then you don’t accomplish much. 

Mr. Ketiener. You can accomplish exactly what you want this 

ear 
f The Cuamman. Why certainly. What I am trying to do is to keep 
the authorization and the appropriation hand in hand, and then you 
will save money. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, couldn’t we reach that by putting in 
a stipulation that these additional deficiencies must be seamed in 
the next 12 months? Wouldn’t that reach it the same way ? 

The Cuamman. Well 

Mr. Brooks. So they will get the money from the Appropriations 
Committee and dispose of it, before we meet again. 

Mr. Rivers. Just allow you to have built a lot of bases. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Wixson. Counsel had a suggestion. I would like to hear his 
suggestion. 

Mr. Keiitener. The suggestion I had, Mr. Chairman, is to examine 
each of these deficiency items when you come to them in this bill. You 
would have an opportunity then to see wether that project was orig- 
inally conceived in a proper fashion and whether it should be author- 
ized. It would have exactly the same function as a separate bill. 

The CHarrMan. But that won’t eliminate in the future date the 
deficiency request. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. 

Mr. Ketitener. The only way you can do that is have the Air Force 
and other departments have their costs projected into the future, so 
when they build it a year from now they, and you, will know what 
it is going to cost them. 

The Cuarrman. If we do that, then we will give an opportunity to 
have too much authorized because they will look too many years 
in advance. 

Mr. Ketiener. Well, you have to assume that the level of cost con- 
tinues upward. 

Mr. Harpy. They will stack it up on you. 

The CuarrmMan. Certainly they will stack it up on you. 

Mr. Rivers. They will stack it up 10 percent. 
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Mr. Harpy. Actually, one of the disturbing things to me about this 
proposition is what happens to this business of your station author- 
ization. 

Now, General, you said a while ago suppose you don’t have enough 
money in your station authorization—you set it up on the basis of 
10 items. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So you can just build eight of them. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Then you have two items. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Which served as a basis to justify that total station 
authorization. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. But now by administrative action you have in effect 
deleted those last two items because you didn’t have enough authori- 
zation. 

Now, as a consequence, we are left completely in the dark here as to 
how far an authorization went, how much you may have actually 
exceed your line item estimates—because here are certain items to a 
particular station that were not even constructed because your total 
amount that you had for all items wasn’t enough to do it. And you 
don’t come up here an dask for any deficiency authorization. But you 
have had errors in your estimates. You have had justification for 
authorizations which didn’t prove out and which the committee will 
never find out about. 

I am just as disturbed about that as I am about your deficiencies 
when you come back and ask for them. 

And I have one other question. Mr. Chairman, you said there a 
minute ago we are learning something. I think we are just learning 
how ignorant we have been. . [ Laughter. } 

The CHarrMan. Well, that is knowledge. 

Mr. Harpy. You raised another possibility which disturbs me. 
Suppose because you didn’t have enough in your total station authori- 
zation to construct all 10 of your line items you built only 8 and you 
come in the folowing year and ask for the other 2. I don’t know how 
often it has been done. But I wouldn’t be surprised if we haven’t au- 
thorized the same line items year after year without even ever know- 
ing it. 

General Rentz. No, sir, Mr. Hardy, no, sir. You have not. 

Mr. Harpy. It would be possible under this system. 

Mr. Wusson. If you read the bill, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. Wouldn’t that be possible under this system ? 

General Rentz. I would say it would be possible, but not at all 
probable. 

Mr. Harpy. I would be surprised if that didn’t happen. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. General, doesn’t it come down to this, what I said be- 
fore, careful planning? When you have a project and you are ready 
to come before the committee for authorization, why don’t you send 
out a notice that “this project is about to be concluded, and if any- 
body in the Department has any idea that they may wish to extend 
the project they better get it in now because we are not going back to 
Congress after it is authorized and say that we have to provide addi- 
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tional facilities, we have to extend the runways, we have to do all of 
these things.” 

That is what is happening. If it was properly planned and you 
took into consideration everything that is going to pertain to that 
base, you wouldn’t be back here. 

But after you get an authorization and it goes over to the Depart- 
ment and you start to review it and study it somebody says we ought 
to do this and do that and you ought to have increased facilities. 

You come back for these deficiencies. That is why I say “careful 
planning.” 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Gavin. I agree with you, sir. We 
get two estimates on these projects before we put them in the authori- 
zation book. But if they are on the books for over 2 years—and the 
cost keeps going up—then the estimate is no longer valid because they 
= not project the cost. They take the estimate as of today’s cost 
index. 

Mr. Gavin. I think the committee could accept that. Because—— 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. You can’t determine the increased costs of labor and 
other increased costs that are going to occur after the project is au- 
thorized 

The CuarrmMan, Well 

Mr. Gavin. Nevertheless, what I object to, is after you get a base 
established then you have to extend the runways. Then you have to 
remove obstacles that surround the fields that should have been re- 
moved before you ever went in there. And a lot of other objections 
that indicate at least to me that the whole thing was not thought out 
carefully and planned carefully, or you would have taken all of these 
various aspects into consideration before you asked for the authori- 
zation. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, now 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Members of the committee, the general is making 
a very fine statement. I am going to have it printed in full in the 
record. 

Tomorrow morning we will start with reading the bill by line items. 

We will take a recess until tomorrow morning. 

Thank you, General. 

General Renrz. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(The balance of the statement is as follows :) 











(2) A second factor is the revision to, or development of, design criteria, with 
no increase in scope, for certain facilities subsequent to compilation of original 
program estimates. The criteria changes result from changes in types of 
equipment to be installed in the facilities, development of aircraft and weapons 
performance data not available at the time of original program development, 
and acceptance of improved designs for more efficient operation of the facility. 
Examples of criteria development and changes affecting construction costs 
include heavy-duty airfield pavement criteria changed from a design standard 
of 100,000 pounds to 240,000 pounds as a result of reevaluation of weight and 
loading characteristics of newer types of heavy aircraft; aircraft hydrant refuel- 
ing system modifications resulting from operational changes in aircraft move- 
ment and parking patterns, and the need for higher speed refueling capability ; 
and storage facilities for new types of weapons. 

(3) A third major factor in programing inadequate project costs is the occa- 
sional necessity, because of operational urgency, to crowd projects into annual 
programs without time to perform adequate engineering analysis and cost esti- 








2014 


mating prior to submitting the programs. An example of this is the construc- 
tion at several bases to support the accelerated B-52 program which was devel- 
oped and submitted to the Congress last year while hearings on the military 
construction program were in progress. $31,131,000 of the increase requested 
relates to those “late-starter” B-52 projects in the fiscal year 1957 Air Force 
construction program. Another item in this category is the airfield pavements 
at a base in the Northeast area where later detailed engineering analysis 
revealed the necessity for costly and unforeseen site preparation and fill. 


STATUS OF AUTHORIZATIONS 


The next chart summarizes the status of Air Force military construction 
authorizations : 


Chart No. 7.—Status of Air Force construction authorization 
Millions 


1. Net authorization available, fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1957. $9,962 
2. Less: 
Total funds available for construction______...._..-_-_-_-__--- +8, 239 
Established rescission by sec. 511, Public Law 968, 84th Cong__- —200 
8. Residual authorization at end of fiscal year 1957__..___.___-___--___-- 1, 523 
4, Less: 
Established rescission by sec. 407, fiscal year 1958 authorization 
i AR la aceeanciins iach ik os aan apantety cha ttha tabiasntien bsececanresnes —50 
Reserve for oversea rental guaranty housing_____-_______---_~- —100 
5. Effective residual authorization at end of fiscal year 1957______----~- 1, 378 
6. Add: 
New authorization proposed for fiscal year 1958__......--.--~-- +803 
Increases in prior years’ authorizations_______._.__--_-_--__-_- +115 
7. Effective residual and proposed authorization available through fiscal 
bart 3006 jas eh ci li tk hak: aks Sheba abies 2, 291 
8. Less proposed funding in fiscal year 1958_.-..-.--...---_-_.-..-.- —1, 153 
9. Effective residual authorization after fiscal year 1958____._.______-__-_ 1, 138 


Net authorizations available amount to $9.962 billion. $8.239 billion have been 
made available to finance these construction authorizations. The authorizations 
available will be further reduced by an estimated $200 million on July 1, 1957, by 
virtue of the automatic-rescission provision in section 511 of Public Law 968, 
84th Congress, leaving a residual authorization balance at the end of fiscal year 
1957 of $1,523 million. Of this balance, it is estimated that an additional $50 
million of construction authorizations will be rescinded under the provisions of 
section 407 of the fiscal year 1958 authorization bill. An additional $100 million 
of this balance is reserved as a contingency authorization for rental guaranty 
family housing in overseas areas, leaving an effective residual authorization at 
the end of fiscal year 1957 of $1,373 million. Additional authorizations pro- 
posed in fiscal year 1958, including new projects of $808 million and increases in 
prior years’ authorizations, will provide effective residual and proposed author- 
izations available in fiscal year 1958 for additional financing or future rescission 
totaling $2,291 million. Anticipating that $1,153 million of these residual and 
proposed authorizations will be financed in fiscal year 1958, an effective residual 
authorization balance of $1,138 million will remain. 

Of this residual balance of $1,138 million, projects totaling approximately $700 
million are identified as firm requirements but have been deferred to permit 
accomplishment of higher priority projects within the total construction funds 
available. Although the Air Force does not plan to request funding of the $400 
million of the residual balance, it is impractical to repeal additional authorization 
amounts at this time. The determination of amounts of authorizations available 
for rescission are based upon the proportion of the active program to the original 
authorization for each public law and each base, considering the variations 
allowed by each law. 

As more projects are awarded and current working estimates become firmer, 
possibilities for rescission increase if significant cost increases do not develop. 
It is considered that the approximately $400 million of currently inactive author- 
izations are the minimum amount required to provide a safe margin for each 
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station program within which working estimates can vary without penalizing 
orderly progress. 
CONSTRUCTION CAPABILITY 


During the past few years, the Air Foree has improved the time phasing of 
construction to the extent that in fiscal year 1957 it was able to start construction 
contracting within 60 days after the receipt of auhorization and appropriations. 
Completion of final design coincident with the approval of authorization legis- 
lation by the Congress has been permitted by: the availability of definite plans 
for repetitive items; the standarization and widespread distribution and accept- 
ance of USAF criteria; the initiation of final design at the same time legislative 
actions are initiated for the military construction program; and the delegation 
of approval of design to headquarters USAF field agencies located in construc- 
tion agency area centers. New apportionment procedures initiated at the end 
of the last fiscal year provided new fund availability soon after appropriation 
legislation was enacted. The combination of these design and funding actions 
permitted the advertising for bid proposals for construction contracts within 
30 days after the passage and approval of the military construction program 
legislation and, the subsequent award of contracts as early as September. The 
objective of the Air Force is to phase the maximum possible contract awards 
during the October to April period each year. Competition is keenest during this 
period and more construction can be obtained for the dollar. Contract awards 
for this fiscal year are presently estimated at $1,260 million. 

While the capability is present to move at least $1,500 million of Air Force 
construction work per year, it is difficult to “ready” a program of over $1,200 
million for contract, due to changing requirements. However, a calculation 
from the national construction cost index quoted previously shows that if $1,200 
million bought $1,200 million of structures and facilities in fiscal year 1954, it 
will buy only $1 billion of structures and facilities in fiscal year 1958. This 
inflation in the dollar and deflation in structures and facilities produced per 
dollar is being offset, as best we can, by more discriminating reviews and more 
timely contracting schedules. 


PROGRAM REVISIONS 


The program summaries in the Air Force presentation reflect the Air Force 
construction program contained in title III of the fiscal year 1958 authorization 
bill. Subsequent to development and introduction of the bill, certain minor 
revisions, involving both additions and deletions in the Air Force construction 
program, have bee napproved by the Office, Secretary of Defense, and the Bureau 
of the Budget for presentation to the committee. 

These proposed revisions, details of which have been furnished the committee, 
result in a net decrease of $4,089,000, and change the total amount of authori- 
zation in title III of the bill from $802,914,000 to $798,825.000. The Air Force 
requests permission to present the proposed revisions for the committee’s con- 
sideration at appropriate places during detailed discussion on the Dill. 


The CuatrmMan. Tomorrow morning at 10.0’clock and we will start 
on the line items. 

General Renz. Yes, sir; Mr. Chairman. 

(Whereupon, at 11:48 a. m., the committee adjourned until 10 a. m., 
Thursday, June 6, 1957.) 


Hovusr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Com™MITrer OF ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, Jume 6, 1957. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, chair- 
man of the committee, presiding. 
The CHamrmMan. Now let the committee come to order. 
This is a continuation of the hearing on the public works bill, 
H. R.—whatever the number is. 
Mr. Keviener. 7130. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, I think in view 
of the line of discussion that took place yesterday I want to make this 
statement for the record. 

The cost index for construction has risen 13.4 in the last 214 years 
up until December 31, 1956, and it is still rising. 

All costs in this bill are based on present costs. That is correct, 
is it not, General ¢ 

General Renvrz. That is right, sir. At the time of the estimate, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. That is right. These items will not be built for at 
least a year. That is correct, isn’t it? 

General Renrz. That is correct, in substance. 

The Cuarrman. I mean the items in the bill. 

How can the Department possibly avoid returning next year for an 
additional deficiency authorization ¢ 

I might point out that some of these items in the latter part of title 
3 for which increase is authorized and are requested have already pre- 
viously been increased. It simply means that the Department will 
build some—I underscore some—of the items in this bill and not build 
some others. I make this statement merely to clarify for myself 
and members of the committee of the situation that actually exists. 
We have to face the facts and not fool ourselves. 

Briefly, then, the Air Force can simply not build the items in this 
bill at the costs whic ‘h are set out. Is that correct ? 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, in the present bill we hope to build 
all the items in 198 8 that we are request ing authorization for. If the 
cost index goes up considerably, it will preclude that accomplishment, 
which means that some of the items will have to drop out on account 
of the station authorization. 

The Cuatrman. Or else you will come back next year just like you 
have this year and ask for additional money for items that we are 
authorizing in this bill today ¢ 

General REN 1z. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I think, members, that is what we are up against. 

Now I think, members of the committee, it is highly important 
before we take the line items, to have a brief discussion about housing. 

Who is the general that is going to talk about the housing program ? 

Mr. Keviener. General Gill. 

General Rentz. General Gill, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrmayn, All right. 

General, come around, please, sir. 

Now, members of the committee, to refresh your minds, I looked 

up the hearing last year, and to give the witness the benefit of this in- 
formation, in “Mr. Floete’s testimony last year—this is highly impor- 
tant for us all—we authorized 9,871 houses for the Army. We au- 
thorized 4,400 for the Navy. We authorized for the Air Force, 12,- 
896. That makes a total of 27,161 . Now listen to this. Now th: at has 
been authorized. 

Authorized by Public Law 765 and 161, 28,597 units. They were 
estimated to cost $424,771,000. 

Appropriated by Public Law 663 and 219, 27,167 units, and the Con- 
gress made available $405,473,300. 

So the committee can understand that 93 percent 

Mr. Kev.iener. 96 percent, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Caiman. What? 

Mr. Ke_itener. 96 percent. 

The CHarrMan. 96 percent of the units were funded by an appro- 
priation. 

Now, when General Washbourne testified, General Washbourne said 
that the money was in the Department. Here is his testimony on page 
6587. I won't take the time to read it. But here it is, where he states 
positively he has the money. 

Now, you have the money there, have you not, today, that we appro- 
priated for these houses for the Air Force? 

General Git. Mr. Chairman, we do not have that money available 
today which is, as has been stated to have been, appropriated for this 
housing. I think in the years in which this housing was authorized 
the amount of authorization exceeded the appropriations by a very 
large margin. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Let’s see what General Washbourne 
said last year. I won’t take the time of the committee to read it. 

Mr. Kelleher, you read this out, please, sir. Now you will see 
positively that the general said the money was there. And I want to 
know where that money has gone. 

Mr. Rivers. It got low priority and disappeared. 

The CHairman. Let’s see, start right there where I marked it. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman is speaking. He says: 

Now, the next thing I want to inquire about this is this. Congress authorized 
some 14,000 houses to be constructed with appropriated furds for the fiscal year 
1955-56, but funds appropriated in the bill—more than 3,500 of these units were 
not expected. In other words, we authorized 14,000 units, and you only asked 
to build 3,500. 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

Mr. KeL_Ltener (reading) : 

Mr. DurHAM,. Colonel Gill has a long speech here on housing. 

The CHAIRMAN. I am not going into details, but I would like to know why 
when you come in here and get authorization to build 14,000 houses you only make 
up your mind to build 3,500 houses. Isn’t that what the statement says? 

Mr. GAvin. They have one here on page 33, Mr. Chairman— 
and so forth, which is not germane. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Rivers. You better quit interpolating and start reading. 
| Laughter. | 

The CHarrMAn. Read it just like it is in the book. 

Mr. Ketiener. Allright, sir. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Ke.iLener (reading) : 

Mr. Gavin. They have one here on page 33, Mr. Chairman, at Macon, Ga., for 
$5,478,000. Maybe they will never get around to building it.” 

Mr. Rivers. That is very important. | Laughter. | 

Mr. Ke_.tener (reading) : 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what we authorized. Now, how come you changed 
your mind? 

General WASHBOURNE. Mr. Chairman, I don’t believe the Air Force changed 
its mind on this program. It had hoped to have two programs, one of all the 
appropriated fund authorizations, these 14,000 houses that the Congress spe- 
cifically authorized, as well as whatever resources we might get under title 8 of 
the National Housing Act using private capital. We hope to get both. I will 
put it this way. The policy was set that wherever private capital could do the 
job we would not spend the appropriations that the Congress had made. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Congress authorized some 14,000 houses to be constructed with 
appropriated funds for fiscal year 1955 and fiscal year 1956, but funds appor- 
tioned to build not more than 3,500 of these units are not expected. That 
means— 


you are quoting at that point, Mr. Chairman, although it is not in 
quote here— 


that means you are not asking for some 9,500 units from the Appropriations 
Committee. You have the authorizations. You said when you came here last 
year you needed 14,000 units. We gave you the 14,000 units. And yet you turn 
around to the Appropriations Committee and say we only want enough direct 
appropriations to build 3,500 units. 

Mr. Gavin. Did you say that, or did the Appropriations Committee cut you 
down on that amount? 

General WASHBOURNE. Neither one, Mr. Gavin. The Appropriations Com- 
mittee last year cleared the entire program, $158 million worth of authorized 
housing. The appropriations cleared that and we could have applied available 
funds against the entire amount. 

Mr. GAvin. Well, why didn’t you do it? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is right, why didn’t you do it? 

Mr. Gavin. What is the use of asking for 14,000 units if you are only going 
to build 3,500, when the Appropriations Committee gives you the entire appro- 
priation? Why wouldn't you go ahead and build the houses? 

General WASHBOURNE. There are two parts to it, Mr. Gavin. In the first 
place the Appropriations Committee cleared a program of $1,355 million worth of 
work, and yet appropriated $994 million to be applied against it. That left an 
unfunded increment of about $350 million. The second part is that the budget 
rules within which we are implementing this Air Force program did not provide 
the application of funds against that entire housing authority. 

Mr. Price. But the Congress appropriated the funds? 

The CHAIRMAN. I don’t think in all deference to your statement that that is 
a good explanation. 

Mr. Price. It is a very poor one. 

The CHAIRMAN. You mentioned that you had only $800 million. Now, what is 
more important than houses? That is one of your main cries all the time—build 
up the morale, we want to build the houses. Why couldn’t you use more than 
3,500? You just say: “We have this money that we can use to build 14,000 
houses, we have been talking about the houses. Congress has given us the money, 
but we are not going to build these 14,000 houses, we are going to build only 
3,500, and we are going to try and find some other way to build our houses.” 

Yet you come in every year and tell us how important houses are. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, it is even worse than that. The other day they 
tried to leave the impression the reason they went into these other programs is 
that they couldn’t get the funds from Congress. Now here is a case where they 
got the funds from Congress and didn’t use them. 

Mr. DuRHAM. Will the gentleman yield at that point? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. DurHAM. I think Mr. Price’s point is exactly what I would like to 
speak to in just a minute or two, Mr. Chairman. Here is a long article that 
appears in one of my daily newspapers yesterday down in my State, while we 
were considering the so-called Capehart houses here. It seems like a publicity 
stunt on the part of the Army, that Congress did not provide the housing so 
therefore they have to go out and build Capehart houses. Now I have no ob- 
jection to their building houses if they need them, but I don’t like this implication 
to abound that we did not provide the money to build these houses at Fort 
Bragg and anywhere else in the country. Although we probably didn’t appropri- 
ate enough money for all of them, we set up a program here and we were 
carrying out that program on about 27,000 units a year. I just want to go on 
the record that Congress did not delay this program of housing for soldiers at 
the bases. 

. (hentrvtchaa.lbacipytiuer.y Ia 

The CHAIRMAN. And you can go further. You can point out that from the 
general’s statement he could not have built the 14,000 units if he wanted to, but 
he decided not to do it because he didn’t get the total amount, the total amount 
asked for, some $100 million less than the total amount. You got 900 million, 
and you asked for about 1 billion. If you were going to allocate it according to 
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the total amount against the total appropriation, you certainly could have built 
more than 8,500 units, when you had the leeway to build 14,000 units. 

Mr. Gavin The 3,500 that you did build, General, what did they cost? 

General WasHBOURNE. They are given a legal ceiling, Mr. Gavin. I think it 
runs about $13,500. 

Mr. Gavin. I mean the total. What is the total amount of the 3,500 houses 
that you built? What is the cost of that? 

General WASHBOURNE, $35 million, roughly. 

Mr. GaAvIN. $385 million, and you had $900 million, you say. You had an 
appropriation of $900 million. 

The CHAIRMAN. No, that is total appropriation. 

Mr. GAvIN. A total appropriation of $900 million. It was $100 million short. 
You built 3,500 houses at a total cost of what? 

General WASHBOURNE. $50 million is the ceiling put on expenditures for family 
housing. 


Mr. GAvin. What was the amount authorized but not expended on the family 
housing? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the question: Where did you use it? 

General WAsHBOURNE. It has not been used, Mr. Chairman. It has been 
placed in reserve. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now that makes it still worse. The money was appropriated 
for the houses. You could have used it and you haven’t used it at all, and 
you haven’t applied it to anything else. It is down there to your credit right 
now to build houses. 

General WAsrBouRNE. It is not under Air Force control, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under whose control is it? 

General WasnbourNe. The Secretary of Defense has control of the fund, up 
until the time they are apportioned to the Air Force. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, you haven’t made any request for it, have you? 

General WASHBOURNE. NO, sir. 

And it goes on. 

The Cuairman. All right. We will stop right there. 

Now, why doesn’t that state the case, that you built 3,500 houses 
costing $50 million? You had $158 million. You have about $100 
million somewhere that has been appropriated, that hasn’t been spent. 
And yet you come in here now and ask for 1,500 more appropriated 
houses. 

General Git. Mr. Chairman, referring back to General Wash- 
bourne’s testimony, I believe he did make clear in the year of which 
we are talking $1.3 billion was authorized by this committee but only 
$944 million, approximately, was appropriated for. 

Now, some place in the amount authorized by this committee, in the 
order of $400 million had not to be built. 

The Cuamman. All right. Here is what I want to get. My mind 
doesn’t work but on a straight road. I can’t get around corners. 

You had the money authorized for the 11,000 units, isn’t that cor- 
rect, under this testimony? You built 3,500 of them. ‘And it cost $50 
million. Now, Congress had appropriated the other money. It was 
to your credit somewhere. Now the money is still to your credit. Why 
can’t you build these 1,500 units out of the money that Congress has 
previously appropriated ? 

General Giz. I think, Mr. Chairman, to make the broad statement 
that the money was to our credit is not exactly precise. I think $944 
million out of $1.3 billion was available to us, but not all of the money. 

The Cuarrman. This money for the houses was earmarked. This 
money is for a certain purpose, and that is building houses. It was 
not included in the total appropriation bill. It come in as a separate 
bill, as this item or this bill will come in now. 
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General Git. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that is correct. I think 
it was in the total bill and it was not specifically earmarked by the 
Congress for this purpose, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, you asked for $1.3 billion. 

General Gi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The Appropriations Committee and the Congress gave 
you roughly $900 million. 

General Guu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That was for everything. 

General Giiu. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Why, of course. 

Mr. Rivers. Total. Now in that was some houses. 

General Gi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rrvers. How is that money spent? Was priority allocated to 
the various items? 

General Gitx. Our intention was to build all of these houses and 
we have tried—and we have all of these houses substantially in ap- 
proved programs. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

General Guu. We had operational requirements that fell some- 
where in the unfunded $400 million. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

General Girt. When we found a way to provide substantially the 
same house through the new title 8 authority, we therefore used the 
new title 8 authority to provide the houses and funded some impor- 
tant operational requirements. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

General Giti. Out of the money that we did not spend for the 
housing. 

Mr. Rivers. In substance, you used the housing to get the money. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, now. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. You used the housing to get the money. 
| The Cuarrman. That is right. 

/ Mr. Rivers. Then you used the money to do something else. 
The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. And used another law to build the houses. 

The Cuatrman. That is right exactly. 

Mr. Rrvers. That is precisely right. 

The Cuatrman. That is exactly what you did. 

General Guz. I don’t think that is an accurate statement. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what you said. If it is inaccurate now, you 
state so. 

The Cuatrman. You are on a hot trail now. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. So we can’t go to our favorite whip- 
ping boy, and it is mine, and that is the Bureau of the Budget, for 
giving you a low priority when you couldn’t get the money. You 
yourself elected that avenue—when I say “you” I am talking about 
the Air Force. 

General Giti. Yes, sir—well, I don’t think it is fair, Mr. Rivers, 
to say that the Air Force gave housing low priority. We have these 








: 





2021 


14,000 houses in an active program now approved by OSD of 38,000. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. I am talking about how you built them. 
You just filed to the Congress that you needed appropriated housing, 
and when you got the money you went and built them out of some 
other funds. 

General Girt. Mr. Rivers—— 

Mr. Rivers. You come to us and say, “Why, had you given us the 
$1,300 million we would have never gone to Capehart.” That is what 
you are getting ready to say ; isn’t that right ? 

General Guu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Exactly. Then you did this: You capitalized on 
the necessity of the houses. You got the money for 96 percent of your 
houses. You only built a small number—3,500. Then you said, “Here 
is another law, the Capehart law. We will use that to build the houses, 
We will take the money that Congress gave us for the houses”—and 
when we pointed out the necessity of them, to maintain the morale— 
“and we will use it on operational facilities.” 

Now, isn’t that what you did? 

General Git. Mr. Chairman, I think—— 

The CHarmoman. Wait one minute, now. We are all friends. We 
are not going to get mad. Now, isn’t that what you did ¢ 

General Gitt. I don’t think that is an accurate statement of what 
we did, no, sir. 

The Cuamman. You put it then your way. 

General Gitt. I would like to put it this way. Let’s take a typical 
installation, an assumed installation, for which this committee au- 
thorized, let’s say, $1,800,000, 

General Gini. Now for that $1,300,000 you had some houses, you 
had some runways, you had perhaps some shops. The total authori- 
zation which you approved, by this committee, amounted for this 
particular installation to $1.3 million. 

Now, we go to the Appropriations Committee and request funds 
against this authorization. We succeed in getting $900,000 to cover 
the runway, the shop, and the housing. 

The Cnarrman. That is right. 

General Grit. All three of them. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Gitt. Now we have to make a choice. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Gitu. Which do we build. In this particular case, we said 
since we can build the housing under Capehart and since the $900,000 
will only fund the runway and the shop, we will build the runway 
and the shop, and we will build the housing out of Capehart. ; 

Mr. Rivers. So out of that- 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Rivers. Wait. Let me follow this. Out of that entire appra- 
priation, which is $900 million—— 

General Gitu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You only had enough, after building the essentials-——~ 

General Giii. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. To build 3,500. 

General Git. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that the explanation ? 

General Gitt, That is correct. 
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Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Rivers. That makes it a little better. 

Mr. Price. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Price. The statement General Gill made is a fine statement 
and a good explanation, except it is not factual. The evidence is, as 
presented to this committee last year, and read almost completely, 
of the testimony given, was that the Air Force actually had the ap- 
propriation or appropriated funds for the housing construction. The 
evidence also submitted to this committee last year was that about 
$158 million of it was withheld by the Air Force. The evidence also 
is that this committee has also favored the appropriated fund ap- 

roach to the housing problem within the Military Establishment. 

he evidence also is that the military kind of reneged on this com- 
mittee and let the committee down by subscribing to the other policy 
of the Capehart and the Wherry approach. 

General Gitx. Mr. Price, I think what you just said is correct. I 
think a little definition of the word—you said—actually, $162 
million 

Mr. Price. Yes. 

General Grit. Was earmarked. 

Mr. Price. For housing. 

General Git. Within the $900 million. 

Mr. Price. For appropriated fund housing. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

General Gitt. By the Air Force—not by the committee, but by the 
Air Force for this housing. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Gitu. Even at the expense of not building certain opera- 
tional—highly important operational requirements. However 

Mr. Price. We should bear in mind that for over a period of 2 or 
3 years one of the most important things that the military was 
interested—and I say military because I mean all the branches—was 
in the housing problem within the services. 

General Grit. That is right. 

Mr. Price. That was one of the prime considerations. 

General Grit. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Of the services, to do something about solving the hous- 
ing problems on a permanent basis, because of the morale question 
involved. There were editorials written in every paper in the country 
about it. It was one of the main issues. 

General Gru. That is right. 

Mr. Price. At just about this time. This committee embarked on 
a program to do something about it on a long-range basis. We had a 
pretty well-established policy of authorizing every year a certain num- 
ber of housing units that would in time solve this very serious 
problem. 

(Mr. Kelleher, aside) 

The Cuatrman. Now, here is what is running through my mind, 
members of the committee. In view of all this statement, and in 
view of the general’s last statement, when he said there was $162 
million earmarked out of the total for houses, and you used up $50 
million of it, why can’t you then build your houses without any addi- 
tional authorization in continental United States now? I think we 
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would be on sound ground probably outside of continental United 
States, to have additional direct authority, but as far as continental 
United States is concerned—you have the authority to build them now 
and you can build them, and in your total budget of some $16 billion 
you can do the same thing with that money that you did with the 
earmarked money that was set aside for houses. 

Now, I think the same thing is true of the Navy and the same 
thing is true of the Army. I don’t think this committee will be 
warranted in going ahead and authorizing any more direct appro- 
priated houses, because they have all the authority to build them now— 
some 11,000 for the Air Force, and you have the Capehart law. But 
outside of continental United States we don’t use Capehart houses, 
and we would be warranted in using houses, direct appropriated 
houses, outside of the continental United States. How many of these 
1,500 units in the United States? 

General Griix. All of the 1,500. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. I don’t think this committee, in 
view of the fact that we have already authorized 11,000—and they 
have only built 3,500—that we should authorize any more direct ap- 
eee houses. If you want to build any direct appropriated 
10uses why you take it out of your $17 billion general appropriation. 
If you can’t use it there, go to Capehart. 

yeneral Git. Mr. Chairman, there are two reasons why we can’t 
use the authorization previously given by this committee. 

The Cuarmman. What is that? 

General Guu. First of all, the previous authorization did not 
cover these specific installations which we are requesting this year. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Just say in the specific installation, 
out of funds heretofore appropriated. 

Mr. Rivers. A rescission proposition. 

General Giri. We don’t have the authority at the present time, 
Mr. Chairman, to build the housing at the specific installations that 
we are requesting in this year’s authorization. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We can give you the authorization 
to build in these places, but we make no money appropriated for. 

General Giz. It won’t help our problem, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. You have the money to build for it. You can 
build it out of the $17 billion. 

General Gitu. First of all, categorically, we do not have the money 
yet for this housing. We have to request it this year. Secondly, 
we do not have the authority to build under military construction 
program unless this committee approves it. Third, we can’t build 
Capehart at these installations because the Capehart will not work at 
these specific installations. 

The Cuatrman. We can designate these houses at these stations 
but it will be charged against money heretofore appropriated, either 
out of your general appropriations bill or something else. You have 
no authority and should not have taken money from these houses for 
operations and maintenance. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask the general a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

He gave me an analogy of 1,300,000 to explain the $1,300 million. 
Now, when Mr. Price interrogated him that analogy didn’t hold up, 
because in the explanation of Mr. Price you varied the terms of my 
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explanation by saying that $100 million of that money you had, $150 
million I believe it was, had been earmarked. 

General Guu. I said, Mr. Rivers, if you will remember, at the ex- 
pense of high priority operational requirements. 

Mr. Rivers. That makes no difference at all, because it was ear- 
marked for housing. 

General Giz. Within the Air Force, I also said, Mr. Rivers, I 
believe. 

Mr. Rivers. It was earmarked within the Air Force. 

General Guu. Within the Air Force. 

Mr. Rivers. It wasn’t earmarked by Congress? 

General Guu. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh. So the Air Force earmarked it? 

General Git. The Air Force—after the authorization was made 
and the appropriations made, they said, “Well, even at the expense 
of not getting high priority operational requirements, if we don’t 
find a way to build these houses we are going to build them and we 
hereby earmark within the Air Force 162,” as the figure I remember. 

Mr. Rivers. So as a practical matter in response to the distinguished 
chairman’s question, you don’t have that $150 million. 

General Gitt. That is exactly right, Mr. Rivers. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Or the $100 million. 

General Gitt, That is right, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. The earmarking was not done by Congress, but was 
done by you. Since you found another avenue, your explanation that 
that earmarking by the Air Force wasn’t carried out. 

Gneeral Gitu. That is right, Mr. Rivers. 

The Cuarrman. That makes it much more positive that we should 
not make any further appropriation. We give you the authorization 
but have no money 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s earmark it ourselves. 

The Cuarrman. Because you can take it from some other source of 
general appropriations and use it for your houses. All right, that is 
all I wanted to clear up. 

Now, General—— 

Mr. Green. Mr. Chairman, could I just ask a question ? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Green. We authorized 11,000 houses. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Green. And you built 3,500. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Green. Now, did you build the remaining number of houses 
with Capehart housing ? 

General Gitu. Yes. 

Mr. Green. Were they built or were they not built ? 

General Gru. We are now building. We have 12,000 under con- 
tract, which is the great proportion of those, and the others are in 
our remaining program, total program, which totals about 38,000 ap- 
proved at this date. 

The Cuamman. Now, General, get back. You said the Air Force 
earmarked $162 million for houses; is that correct ? 

General Git... Within the total appropriation. 
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The Cuarrman. Within the total amount. Now you didn’t use it, 
did you, for houses ¢ f 

General Gitu. We didn’t use all of it for houses; no sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. You only used about $50 million for 
houses, according to General Washbourne’s statement. 

General Git. That is about right; yes, sir. 

The CrarrMan. 3,500 houses, out of your 11,000, 

Now, what did you do with the balance of the money ¢ 

General Gru. It was used to build operational requirements, such 
as runways, hangars, shops, administration buildings, and so forth. 

Mr. Smarr. At whose direction / 

The CHarrman,. Then you took the money that you yourself had 
earmarked for houses and didn’t apply it to the houses. Yet you felt 
it was such a high priority that. you specifically set aside and said 
we are going to use $162 million for houses. Then when Congress 
came along and gave you the Capehart law, you said you are going 
to use the Capehart law. Then when the Appropriations Committee 
did not give you the amount of money that you asked for mainte- 
hance—— 

General Gitt. Not maintenance, no sir. I would like to correct 
that. It is not operations and maintenance funds. It is military 
construction funds in each case. 

The Cuamman. All right. All right, military construction funds. 
When the Congress didn't give you all the money that you wanted for 
the military construction fund, you said, “Here is $165 million we 
set aside for building houses, and we are going to not use it but we 
will go to another law and notwithstanding the fact that C ongress 
didn’t give us the money for what we w: anted we take this money 
and use it.” 

Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. One question. I still don’t understand, Mr. Chairman. 
Inasmuch as the Air Force of its own decision earmarked at the 
expense of higher priority operational items $162 million for hous- 
ing and you ‘subsequently did not spend that money for housing, 
the question is, Was that an Air Force decision or was that some- 
one’s decision outside of the Air Force imposed upon the Air Force? 

General Girt. Mr. Smart, we probably have a new financial plan 
of how we are going to fit appropriations which are less than authori- 
zations-——-how we are going to do our job every month, I would say. 
About every month we have to do this because of moving priorities. I 
think before we had the new title 8 legislation we had said because 
of the very great importance of family housing, regardless of what 
comes we are going to build these 14,000 houses, see ¢ 

(Mr. Smart nods. ) 

General Git. At one time early in the year there was $160 1aillion 
earmarked within the Air Force. Now then—— 

Mr. Smart. Then due to a changing of programing within the Air 
Force itself, the Air Force itself changed its mind about the housing. 

General Giz. It did not change its mind, no, sir. We are building 
those houses. We did not change our mind about the important re- 
quirements for these houses, and they are under construction. A lot 
of them now are being programed, all of them. 

Mr. Smart. I am still trying to find out, General—— 
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General Gru. The next month the runway at, let us say—I don’t 
know a good example. Perhaps Loring. That became a more im- 
portant requirement, and the new financial plan contained less houses 
and more operational requirements. 

Mr. Smarr. Well, the fact remains, General, then that it was an 
Air Force decision later reached to apply part of the money to things 
other than housing and deferred the housing. 

General Guu. Not deferred it. Providing the housing under other 
means. 

The CuarrmMan. Let me clear this up. 

Mr. Rivers. So had that not been done—right there, Mr. Smart, to 

our answer—had that not been done—Mr. Smart, listen to this. 

ad that not been done, by your own testimony, you would have had 
some bases in America which would have been $165 million short in 
essential construction items. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Guu. That is right, Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I comment on that? 

Mr. Rivers. That is his testimony. 

Mr. Harpy. Just this one thought. The Congress cut your ap- 
propriation request from 1.3 billion to 940-some million, is that right? 

General Rentz. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Approximately. 

Mr. Harpy. The Congress made a reduction of about $360 million 
in your request for funds for construction purposes? 

Gkantal Git. I wouldn’t like to say it that way, Mr. Hardy. I 
think I would say that the amount 

Mr. Harpy. That is what you have been saying. 

General Gru. No, sir, I have not said that the Congress cut any- 
thing. I will say this: The committee approved the 1.3 billion au- 
thorization. The amount approved by the Appropriations Commit- 
tee was around 900 million. I don’t say that the Appropriations 
Committee 

Mr. Harpy. Well 

General Gitx. Somebody cut it. 

Mr. Harpy. Let’s get this right. I am at the point to show you 
where you defeated the intent of Congress, is what I am trying to 
point out. I think you did. 

Because what you did: You had a reduction by Congress of about 
$360 million in your appropriation request, isn’t that correct ? 

The Cuatrman. I don’t think we can say it that way, Mr. Hardy. 
When we— 

Mr. Harpy. You said—let me see if I can add mine up the same way. 

General Git. Can I state that appropriation request side? By the 
time we had gone through the reviews of the Secretary of Defense and 
the Bureau of the Budget and presented our appropriation request 
to the Appropriations Committee, it was on the order of magnitude of 
900-and-some-million dollars. 

Mr. Harpy. Oh, so the Congress then gave you virtually all that you 
asked for ? 

General Gru. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. The Congress gave you all that you asked 
for and in effect you were expected to spend $162 million for housing 

















wotepener 


2027 


which you didn’t spend for housing because you found that you could 
get them from Capehart. And in effect, then, you got $162 million 
for construction which the Congress didn’t intend for you to have. 

The Cuatrrman. That i 18 right. 

Mr. Miter. Now you're talking. 

General Gi. No, sir. 

General Rentz. No, sir. Mr. Chairman, may I say something ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Let’s take last year for an example. The Appro- 
priations Committee cleared our financial plan of $1,616 million worth 
of projects. To fund that $1,616 worth of projects they g gave us $1,228 
million. 

Therefore, we could fund out of that $1,616 million any item we 
desired amounting to $1,228 million. 

Therefore, there is about a 25- percent differential between what 
the Appropriations Committees cleared for funding and the dollars 
they give to fund it against. 

Mr. Harpy. General, you still can’t get around the observation that 
I made there a moment ago. You came up here with a request of 
something over $900 million that was approved by the Department 
of Defense, and that is all you asked the Congress for, for these 
construction items; isn’t that correct ? 

That is the testimony from General Gill, I believe. 

General Renz. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You got that amount or virtually that amount, that was 
approved, with the full understanding—at least Congress was cer- 
tainly led to believe that you were going to build these appropriated 
fund houses. 

Then you turn around and by a device—that is, the device of build- 
ing the houses from Capehart, you get $162 million more for construc- 
tion purposes than had originally been approved by the Department 
of Defense, and more than the Congress had any idea you were going 
to be able to spe on Isn’t that in effect what actually happened 

General Rentz. I don’t know about that year you are talking about, 
Mr. Hardy. I am talking about the way it operates now. 

As I said, last year they cleared $1,616 million. We got $1,228 
million appropriations. 

Mr. Harpy. How much did you ask for ? 

General Renz. $1,228 million. 

Mr. Harpy. You asked for $1,228 million and that is what you got, 
to apply $1,616 million. 

General Renvrz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. eo you increase what you actually had 
available by building some Capeharts out of that program, too ? 

General Gitu. No. 

General Ren'rz. No, sir; not last ye: 

Mr. Harpy. That didn’t include aie appropr iated fund housing. 

General Renz. It did last year to a certain degree. 

Mr. Harvy. Did you use all of that money that was set up for 
appropriated housing for that purpose 4 

General Guin. With minor exceptions we did, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So then that doesn’t apply. Let’s not talk about that. 
We are talking about what happened to this $162 million that you 
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sort of had the effect of padding your construction funds by using 
Capehart. I am not questioning the legality of it. 

ut it certainly seems to me that you beat the Devil around the 
bush to get more money than Congress thought you should have. 

General Gru. It is exactly the same situation, Mr. Hardy, that you 
had a greater financial plan approved by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee than the dollars appropriated. Some things that were author- 
ized could not have been built. 

Mr. Green. I don’t think that is true, General, according to your 
own testimony. 

What happened was, you came before this committee and you got 
approval for $1.3 billion. 

General Grit. Authorization. 

Mr. Green. But between the time you left this committee and the 
Appropriations Committee, you only asked for $940 million. 

General Grit. That is 

Mr. Green. That it seems to me is what happened. You come up 
here and get more authorization than you finally determine you need 
when you ‘get to the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. Harpy. Then you include in that $940 million $162 million for 
housing which you didn’t use for housing, because you went out and 
got them from Gapehart. 

The net effect is that you increased the amount of money that you 
had for other construction purposes by $162 million more than the 
Congress had any idea you could do. 

Mr. Krrcentn. $112 million. 

Mr. Green. It would seem to me, General, just making an ob- 
servation, if you came up here and ‘asked for an authorization of 
$1.3 billion and in the meantime you decided you had to cut down. 
you decided you could build these houses on the Capehart plan. So 
you went before the Appropriations Committee and asked for enough 
money to build 3,500 houses on appropriated money, and you had 
already determined the Capehart plan over the Air Force would be 
used. 

General Gu. Mr. Green, in that connection, I think this year is 
unique. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

General Grit. During the past several years. This is the first 
year that we have ever come to the Congress and are requesting the 
same number of dollars in authorization as we are in appropriations. 
This has never occurred during the past several years that I know of. 

General Renz. I would like to correct that statement, Mr. Chair- 
man. We are not asking for the same amount of dollars in authoriza- 
tion we are asking for in appropriations. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. We are saying that every item that we are asking 
new authorization for will be in the financial plan, together with 
prior authorized items making up the total financial plan. 

The Cuarrman. Why wouldn’t this be the situation. W hy couldn’t 
we cut out this 1,500 houses and use the whole authorization previ- 
ously granted ¢ 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, the authorizations are located 
the wrong locations. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 
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General Renz. Now I could say this-—— 

The Cuatrman. We could correct that. 

Mr. Rivers. We can change that. 

General Rentz. If we could offer up 1,500 for rescission appropri- 
ated houses previously authorized in place of these 1,500 we have in 
this program 

The CuarrMan. Well, we will try to work out something like that. 

Now, members of the committee 

Mr. Gavix. Mr .Chairman. 

The CuarkmMan. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. I want to call to your attention the fact that last year 
when this proposal was before us, one of your high-ranking members— 

J had written this letter, but I didn’t send it. I do want to call this 
to your attention right now : 





I do find, however, that you stated before the House Banking and Currency 
Committee that appropriations for military construction of family housing have 
never been sufficient nor are they expected within the foreseeable future to be 
sufficient to provide a significant number of family quarters. 

During the same hearings you later stated that you didn’t see any possibility 
of coming anywhere close to obtaining the amount of money necessary to build 
a sufficient number of appropriated fund houses. During your appearance before 
the Senate Armed Services Committee on April 27, 1956, in response to a state- 
ment by a member of the committe to the effect that a substantial amount of 
money had been appropriated for family houses, you answered that there was 
some housing money, but only a drop in the bucket compared to our needs. 

To my mind—- 


IT continued— 


these statements, while perhaps not a direct criticism of Congress, clearly are an 
intimation that the basic fault for the lack of housing lies with the Congress. 

Now the point that I am trying to bring to your attention is this: 
Even when we do establish appropr iations for housing g, you don’t go 
ahead and build the houses anyway. Then you come “back and inti- 
mate that the Congress is at fault because we haven’t provided the 
housing for the men to build up their morale and give them the facili- 
ties they are entitled to. 

Now, this statement was made by one of your top-ranking generals. 
He said there was some housing money but only a drop in the bucket 
compared to our needs. But even when you do get the money, you 
don’t build the houses anyway. That is the point Iam trying to make. 
But you do try to leave the impression that the fault les with 
Congress. 

The facts are that the fault doesn’t lie with Congress. The fault 
lies with yourselves. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, I suggest that we 
ask the general now—TI think we about squeezed all the juice out of the 
statement. We have them on the hot spot. 

Nevertheless, I think in deference and i in courtesy to them, we should 
hear your statement, General. Have you a brief statement to make 
now in regard to the housing situation ¢ 

rare Gi. I have a prepared statement prepared to read; yes, 

Mr. Chairman. 

“th Rivers. You better stick to it. 

The CuarrMan. All right, General, go ahead now. This is General 
Gull. 


General Git. That is right, sir. 
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The Cuairman. All right. Brigadier General Gill. All right, 
General. 

General Girt, Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Let the general present his statement now without 
any interruption. Now, this is most important, because we are going 
to build 1,500 units, and it looks like to me, as I have just stated, we 
should strike them all out and put a provision in there that they 
shall build at the designated places under the prior authorization. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, we could do that if there was a general provision 
included that states about the authorization in prior years to be used 
regardless of location. 

The Cuarrman. That isright. Then we save about the cost of 1,500 
units on our report, wouldn’t we, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Keitener. That is right. 

General Guu. No, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? Yes, we will. Of course, we will. 

General Rentz. On new authorization. 

Mr. Ketiener. We will save it on new authorization. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; on new authorization. 

The Cuarman. I am trying to get it now. We go before the 
House and we say this item has been reduced the total amount of what 
is in there now. 

Mr. Kev.iener. $26 million. 

The CuHarrMan. $26 million. That is it exactly. 

Mr. Harpy. Is that all we can get out of it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is all the 1,500 units is going to cost. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. That is it exactly. Now this was a very healthy 
and worthwhile conversation. Now go ahead and we will listen to 
what you have to say. 

General Gitt. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my 
statement outlines the Air Force family housing requirements, assets, 
and deficiencies; the fiscal year 1958 request for authorization; status 
of our programs; and the progress that has been made within the 
past 5 years. 

We have made modest progress and continue to hope that a con- 
siderable amount of housing, now actively programed and in various 
stages of design and approval, will be completed and occupied by Air 
Force personnel within the forthcoming fiscal year. 

The first chart 

The Cuarmman. Let there be order in the committee so we can look 
at these charts. 

General Guu. The first chart shows the worldwide gross require- 
ments for family housing. There are 372,000 officers and airmen with 
dependents at Air Force installations. This includes 107,000 lower- 
grade airmen. ; 

Our family housing program is limited to the 265,000 officers and 
upper-grade airmen for whom the Air Force either provides family 

uarters or quarters allowances under permanent legislation. Against 
this worldwide gross requirement of 265,000 officers and upper-grade 
airmen there is a deficit of 110,200 units. 
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Chart 2 pertains to the Zone of Interior, where the housing deficit 
for officers and upper-grade airmen is 74,500 units. Against this 
deficit there are 3,056 units programed for construction with appro- 
priated funds and 47,710 tiie title VIII. Included in the figure of 
3,056 appropriated fund units are 1,507 units for which authorization 
is being requested in the fiscal year 1958 military construction pro- 
gram. There remains an unprogramed deficit of 23,700 units for 
officers and upper-grade airmen. 

Chart 3 shows the situation overseas. There are various possible 
methods of providing the current remaining requirement of 35,700 
units: Title VIII in Territories and possessions; surplus commodity ; 
rental guaranty; and by appropriate funds. The resultant net deficit 
of 22,000 units is caused by three factors: First, overseas military 
construction programs are limited by OSD guidance to 80 percent of 
the gross requirement, less assets; second, OSD has not approved pro- 
vision of housing with appropriated funds where surplus commodity 
or rental guaranty housing appears to be feasible; and third, compe- 
tition from high-priority operational items limits the dollars avail- 
able for appropriated fund housing. 

The table at the bottom of page 2 of the text indicates the fiscal 
year 1958 military construction program for new family housing 
authorizations which we are requesting this committee to approve. 

(The chart is as follows :) 


New authorization, zone of interior 

















Command Installation Units Thou- 
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Air Defense Command Aircraft control and warning (54 sites) 840 $14, 510 
| Glasgow Air Force Base, Mont ae. 67 | 1,184 
Kinross Air Force Base, Mich......._..- 39 689 
Otis Air Force Base, Mass , 488 8, 594 
Continental Air Command. . ..-| Dobbins Air Force Base, Ga 5 108 
Tactical Air Command. Wendover Air Force Base, Utah_. 68 1,217 
Total, Zone of Interior... | ctcarpibbiiafeccistt areas altpindnisin deceatihlbieidans eds oe 1, 507 26, 302 
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General Girt. New authorizations for 1,507 units, at a total esti- 
mated cost of $26,302,000, include the following items: 840 units of 
housing at 54 aircraft control and warning sites represent a third 
increment of housing for this activity. The first increment of 434 
units was previously authorized and constructed at 48 sites; the second 
increment of 1,213 units at 74 sites was authorized in the fiscal year 
1957 military construction program, but only 800 were funded. The 
design of these 1,213 units is presently underway and contracts for the 
construction of the 800 funded units may be expected to be awarded 
by early fall of this year. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask him a question there, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmrman. Let his finish. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask him this—— 

The Caamman. Let him finish. We will ask him later. Let’s get 
it in the record just like it is, please, sir. _ 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

General Gr. Approval of the third increment, the current request 
for 840 units will assure availability of 27 units at each aircraft control 
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and warning site, taking into consideration all adequate community 
support housing within reasonable commuting distance of the indi- 
vidual air defense activity. 

This item, like its two forerunners, is requested as a package, in 
order to permit the Air Force maximum flexibility in getting this type 
of housing under construction and in order to avoid delays due to real 
estate siting, design, utility, or contracting difficulties. 

This housing is among the most urgently required in the Air Force. 
Personnel assigned to the air control and warning system are, with 
the exception of unit commanders, company grade officers and varying 
grades of airmen. 

They are almost without exception highly trained technicians in the 
communications-electronics field. Their training has been at consid- 
erable cost to the Government. These personnel normally are assigned 
to isolated sites, both outside the United States and within the Zone of 
Interior—generally along the northern boundary of the United States. 

Previous experience has shown that the lack of suitable family hous- 
ing for these personnel has been an important contributing factor to 
the costly high rate of turnover when these technicians leave the serv- 
ice for private industry with the attendant high cost of training 
replacements. 

The remaining items of new authorization at five major Air Force 
installations are to provide housing under appropriated funds where 
title VIII is not feasible. At Glasgow, Kinross, and Otis Air Force 
Bases, title VIII housing is not feasible due to the status of the real 
estate involved (leased land). 

At Dobbins Air Force Base, a title VITI project would not provide 
satisfactory housing due to the smal! number of units and the relatively 
large amount of administrative and legal requirements which must be 
met by prospective sponsors and mortgagees. At Wendover, the cost 
of the offsite utilities exceeds the statutory limit for title VITI housing. 
The new authorizations total 1,507 units for $26,302,000, 

At this point, I should like to review the current status of the various 
family housing programs, cover progress and cite certain problem 
areas. Rising construction costs in the face of fixed statutory cost 
limitations are causing increasing difficulty. In Alaska and Canada 
this situation is extremely acute. 

For example, Corps of Engineers estimates for Alaskan construc- 
tion and bids received for Goose Air Base, Labrador, considerably 
exceeded statutory dollar limits. We are taking separate action to 
have these dollar limits raised for these areas so that contracts for 
the construction of family housing may be successfully accomplished, 
including the 400 units at Ernest Harmon Air Force Base and the 
200 units at Goose Air Base which were authorized in the fiscal year 
1957 military-construction program. 


NEW TITLE VIII (CAPEHART) CONSTRUCTION 


Title VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended by Public 
Law 345 (84th Cong.), August 11, 1955, and Public Law 1020 (84th 
Cong.), August 7, 1956, is potentially the largest single means of 
providing adequate Air Force housing. 

About 54,000 units at 97 bases are planned under this program. 
A total of 40,000 units at 82 locations have received approval of the 
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Office of the Secretary of Defense. This program, however, has been 
subjected to various delaying factors. 

The authority for providing houses under the amended title VIII 
of the National Housing Act is, in itself, an effective means for 
providing adequate housing within a reasonable length of time. 
Administrative procedures, more than the shortage of investment 
capital, are responsible for the quite moderate progress that has been 
made in providing housing since the passage of the amended act. 


NOW OVERSEAS—SURPLUS-COMMODITY PROGRAM 


Under the authority of Public Law 765 (83d Cong.), September 1, 
1954, as amended, the foreign sale of surplus American agricultural 
products (such as wheat and tobacco) provides a source of credit 
in foreign countries which may, in turn, be used to provide military 
family housing. The foreign currency cost of surplus-commodity 
military housing projects is returned in dollars to the Commodity 
Credit Corporation through quarters’ allowances. There are two 
types of transactions: 

(1) Credits: Title I of Public Law 480 (83d Cong.), under which 
credits are generated on a government-to-government basis, has no 
serious drawbacks in highly industrialized countries that need and 
have purchased agricultural commodities, such as the United King- 
dom or Japan, where all construction materials can be obtained within 
a reasonable length of time within the country; but title I cannot be 
effective in agricultural countries which do not acquire our agricul- 
tural surpluses, and where construction materials are scarce. Under 
title I of this program there are 1,481 units now under construction 
in the United Kingdom. 

(2) Barter: The law also provides for a barter method which has 
the advantage of being usable in agricultural countries which do not 
purchase our surplus agricultural products but in which the Air 
Force needs housing. The barter method consists of an arrangement 
whereby world traders purchase and resell surplus commodities in 
various countries to obtain the foreign currencies needed to pay for 
the construction of the needed housing. It has the added advantage 
of facilitating purchase of essential but locally unavailable construc- 
tion materials. Under the barter arrangement, a project in France 
is under protracted negotiation with the Department of the Army as 
executive agent for the construction—incidentally, it was just closed, 
the day before yesterday—and other Air Force overseas housing proj- 
ects are being deferred pending its successful proving out. This de- 
ferral will continue until the Department of Agriculture and the 
Commodity Credit Corporation are satisfied that trouble-free meth- 
ods have been worked out in the French project. Naturally, the Air 
Force is not happy with this situation, suspecting that the conditions 
that obtain in France will probably be quite different from the con- 
ditions in other countries. 

Rental guaranty program: Under the rental guaranty program, 
1,726 units have been constructed and 3,241 additional units are under 
contract. However, it is not proposed to take up this committee’s 
time with further discussion of this resource in that it is no longer 
capable of contributing significantly toward our large overseas re- 
quirements. Geographical and cost limitations, and the limited period 
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of financing—5 to 7 years—coupled with a tight international money 
market, seriously curtail the possibilities of rental guaranty, in con- 
trast with the distinct advantages to the United States Government 
of the surplus commodity program. However, we prefer to contmue 
this authority, despite its limitations, since it may prove to be the only 
possible method in some instances. _ { : 

Wherry acquisition program: Since the enactment of the Wherry 
program in 1949, Public Law 211, 81st Congress, 38,000 units have 
been constructed for the Air Force. I think this committee will be 
interested to hear what has been done in the acquisition of Wherry 
projects. The Air Force is vigorously pursuing the program. Under 
Public Law 1020, 84th Congress, the acquisition of Wherry projects 
was made mandatory at installations where the new title VIII projects 
have been approved. At other locations acquisition is optional. The 
Air Force plans to acquire its Wherry housing, and, where necessary, 
to rehabilitate and modify the units to provide livability as well as 
to assure reduced future maintenance costs. Action, therefore, is 
first being directed toward acquiring Wherry units at locations where 
title VIII projects have been approved. It is estimated that of 
the 37,107 units—59 projects at 56 bases—it may be possible to acquire 
about 10,000 by December 1957, and most of the remaining units dur- 
ing 1958. We realize that our estimates of progress may not be 
realized in that the Air Force is not in full control of the program. 
Certain delays in the acquisition of Wherry housing projects have 
already been encountered. First, time and effort is required in 
the preparation of detailed justifications and cost estimates of the 
rehabilitation necessary to make the units suitable as Air Force public 
quarters. Second, there have been administrative uncertainties and 
changes in procedures, such as in the method of computing deprecia- 
tion of existing Wherry projects; the determination as to applicable 
funds in purchasing related equipment; and the procedure for han- 
dling projects to assure that windfall profits do not result from ap- 
plication of the acquisition formula. Third, the proposed legislative 
change—H. R. 7024—in the formula for computing depreciation in 
determining the sponsor’s equity under Public Law 1020, 84th Con- 
gress, has tended to slow down negotiations with the sponsors. 

The Air Force should acquire Wherry housing units because of the 
long-term economies resulting from acquisition. The chairman of 
this committee, Mr. Vinson, made this abundantly clear in House 
Report No. 1890, 84th Congress, 2d session, dated March 15, 1956. 
The arithmetic is simple and obvious: Quarters allowances average 
$92 per unit per month; Wherry mortgage payments average $38 per 
unit a month—a difference of $54 per month for each unit acquired. 

The Air Force should utilize the initial savings resulting from 
acquisition for essential repairs and improvements, as provided for in 
Public Law 1020, for the same prime reason behind all other Air 
Force family housing programs—namely, increased retainability of 
trained personnel through assignment to adequate public quarters. In 
some Wherry projects, improvements will be essential; in others, none 
will be required. The Chanute Air Force Base, Il., project, which 
has just been acquired, is row-type housing without attics, without 
garages, and without basements; it needs certain essential improve- 
ments to include storage space, closet space and room for household 
utility items such as washers and dryers. 
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On the other hand, the Presque Isle Air Force Base, Maine, project 
of approximately the same net area, but which does have a basement 
and garage, will not require additional space. 

We are prepared to present to this committee our plans and the 
estimated costs for improvements to the Chanute Wherry project as 
an example of, and for your acquiescence in, the Air Force’s approach 
to such requirements. 

In caleiine. family housing is still a top priority requirement, 
but the several programs are not making the progress that we predicted 
last year. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, General. 

I want to compliment you on your statement. It gives the commit- 
tee very important and valuable information that will be of greater 
service and aid. 

But before I desire to ask you any questions, Mr. Rivers intimated 
that he wanted to ask a question as you read your statement. I 
respectfully asked him to withhold until you finished it. And I will 
recognize Mr. Rivers now. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you. Mr. Chairman. 

I notice you said of the 1,507 units, 840 went to the A. C. and W. 
Now, we recognize the great importance of A. C. and W. and how it is 
impossible to program those under Capehart. 

We recognize that. But the remaining, or 667 units—— 

General Gin. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. And you have allocated them to various locations. 
Now, what were the overriding reasons, again, as to why they couldn’t 
be programed under something else? Was it because of the small 
amount—— 

General Gitu. The small size of the projects and in most instances, 
at A. C. and W. installations cost of utilities alone would exceed the 
statutory limit. 

Mr. Rivers. We recognize that on A. C. and W. 

General Guu. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. What about these other ones. 

General Git. Oh, these other ones? 

Excuse me. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Girt. At Glasgow, Kinross, and Otis, this is leased land, 
and we can’t get a mortgagee to put his money on a base that isn’t 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

General Git. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Dobbins—that is because of the small amount. 

General GitL. Small amount. 

Mr. Rivers. What was the other. 

General Gitu. At Wendover you couldn’t do title VIII because the 
utilities would cost more than the legal limit of $1,500 a unit. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask you one more question, and then I am 
finished. I notice at some of these units they had no attics, and no 
nothing. 

General Git. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. And you couldn’t take the man’s entire amount of 
money to increase the money he has been paying under the Wherry 
project. You would ruin morale. 
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General Giiu. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. At certain of these bases, and I know many of them, 
you have a ree for five sets of quarters. 

General Gru. Right. 

Mr. Rivers. Five separate sets of quarters. 

General Giiu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. They don’t have anything. 

General Gu. They are very difficult to manage on size. 

Mr. Rivers. Why don’t you have a program to implement that 
housing? I can cite 50 bases, 25 or 10 or any number, that have the 
same problem. You don’t have the convenience and yet you are 
taking the man’s entire quarters allowance. You should bring in a 
program here to implement that. 

General Giiu. There is a bill being introduced by both the House 
and the Senate this year, which will say to us: “You take what you 
consider inadequate quarters, and either improve them to the satis- 
factory standard or get rid of them within 2 years.” 

This is not a law 

Mr. Rivers. But you have in the midst of these bases five quarters 
just sitting there. You are requiring the commanding officer to live 
inthem. It is ridiculous. He has to live in them because he is com- 
manding officer. It is not right. You ought to have a program to 
take care of that. 

General Gitt. We will look into that, Mr. Rivers; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 

The CyatrMan. Wait one minute. Let me make an observation 
that I think is highly important. It is prompted by this statement 
on page 7. It must be a matter of policy that must be settled by this 
committee. 

The Air Force plans to acquire its Wherry housing and where necessary to 
rehabilitate and modify the unit to provide livability as well as to assure reduced 
future maintenance costs. 

Now, I think this committee must, after hearing testimony from 
the departments, reach a decision as to the maximum amount that can 
be spent on the rehabilitation of a Wherry unit, and fix it at what 
the facts and circumstances warrant, and then declare it public quar- 
ters, and take the $82 a month. 

Now, if the committee does not do that, then it is not fair in certain 
units that we are required by statute to buy, to make him pay $92 
when he only gets a l-room or 2-bedroom unit, and to pay $92 when 
he gets a great deal less. 

Now, that is a matter we have to have a hearing on and base a 
decision on. Because I had a talk yesterday with a commander 
whose base had recently acquired some Wherry houses under the 
formula. I said, “Are you going to have to rehabilitate them?” 

He said, “Oh, yes, at least 400 out of the 500 have to be rehabilitated.” 

I said, “How much are you going to spend on them ?” 

“Well,” he said, “it may run as high as $3,500 a unit.” 

“Now,” I said, “you add that $3,500 on the $8,000 at which these 
units on the average are costing. That would be around $12,000 per 
unit.” 

I said, “Where do you get your money ?” 

He says, “There is a fund for the money, but we don’t want to use 
that money to put on Wherry houses unless the facts warrant it.” 
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We must reach some decision, and this committee must be advised 
as to what you have in mind so we can see if we go along with you 
on the reconditioning of these Wherry houses. 

Now, I am not going to bog this hearing down with it, but I am 
certainly going to either do it by the full committee hearing or Mr. 
Rivers’ subcommittee. But it must be attended to at once. Because 
we don’t want this thing at Warner Robbins, spending $3,500 a unit, 
and then some other place, Chanute. We have a limit in the law 
now, as to the maximum amount one of these houses, direct appro- 
oriated houses can cost. So we have to do something along that line. 
RS I suggest to you to get prepared. Because just as soon as this bill 
is finished, I am going to ask the three departments to come up here 
and either decide before the subcommittee or the full committee to 
reach a decision in this matter because it is highly important. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Would it be fair to ask the general now as to what 
limit is being spent now ? 

What is the maximum limit you are spending now? 

General Girt. Mr. Brooks, we have not arrived at a maximum 
limit. I agree completely with what Chairman Vinson has said. 
We think 

Mr. Brooks. What is the maximum amount you are now spending 
in rehabilitating any unit ? 

General Git. We haven’t spent 5 cents yet, sir. 

Mr. Brooks, You haven’t started rehabilitating anything. 

General Grin. We are waiting for the acquiescence of this com- 
mittee. 

The Cuarrman. I may state, members of the committee, that there 
is only 1 or 2 Wherry projects been acquired. 

Mr. Ketiener. Four. Two very small ones and two large ones. 

The Cuarrman. Three by condemnation and one by negotiation 
at Warner Robbins, Ga., where it has been just approved by this sub- 
committee and Senate committee to acquire 500 units. 

Of that 500 that has been acquired—as a matter of fact, the title 
and the money is all going to be paid I understand by July 1. 

Now, that will be the first one. 

General Anderson was in my office yesterday talking about it. I 
asked about the condition. He said it may require $3,500 to fix 
some of them. I said, “You better go slow until the committee has 
an opportunity to figure out a policy.” 

Now, it is only four that has been acquired. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

The CramrMan. Wait a minute. We have ample time. No money 
is going to be spent because it will take you 30 days to get this 
property. Next week I hope to be able to open up the hearing on 
that, and to cooperate with you in trying to reach what is the fair 
and proper thing to do. 

Now, we are not going to permit you, if we can help it, to make 
them substandard. We want them to be public quarters. But we 
want them pubkc quarters where it will be warranted in taking the 
full quarters allowance. 

General Gru. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman—— 
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Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, will you yield there? 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. 

General Devereux. 

General Devereux. I would like to clear up one point because of 
some rumors going around. Is there any disposition on the part of 
the Air Force to try or propose the elimination of the mandatory 

rovision by which we acquire Wherry housing when we put up Cape- 
fart housing ? 

General Gru. General Dev ereux, we have no particular feeling on 
this because we feel that we should ‘buy all of them anyway. I know 
it has been proposed. It was not proposed by the Air Force. It was 
proposed that we remove the mandatory requirement. 

Mr, Devereux. Thank you. 

The CHarrman. I would say to that, General, the pressure from 
the Wherry people is so strong—if you knew it was as strong as I 
do, you would reach the conclusion immediately that the changes of 
getting away from the mandatory requirement is very remote. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman,. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. General, on page 8 of your statement, you indicate 
that these Wherry projects will require many improvements which 
will be essential. Then you talk about the fact they are without ga- 
rages and without basements. You don’t contemplate building ga- 
rages ? 

xeneral Gi. Mr. Bates, I visited project Loring, at Loring Air 
Force Base, about 6 months ago. You walk init. There are bicycles. 
There are vacuum cleaners. There are deep-freezes in the dining 
room. The big requirement these units have is someplace to store 
household equipment. A lot of these Wherry units, because of the 
limitation on the cost, provided nothing in this regard. 

Mr. Bares. Well, you are going to need some space. But I hope 
you are not going to build garages. 

General Gru. In some places, the cheapest way to do it might be 
garages, the back end of a garage or a carport. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, we are going to take a real good look 
at this thing when it comes before the Rivers subcommittee. 

Now, what is the expectedf yield? Have you worked out any plans 
on those, General ? 

General Git. We have , complete presentation ready now that 
covers all these questions. I don’t think the chairman wants to hear 
it right now. The yield—I mentioned in here that the quarters al- 
lowance was $92 a month, that the mortgage payments were $3, which 
is a difference of $54 a month. 

Mr. Bares. I understand that. But if you have 100 Wherry units— 
I understand you are going to modernize. You are going to expand 
these units so eventually you will wind up with how many units left 
out of a hundred ? 

General Gru. In some cases, there will be absolutely no change. 

In most cases, we think no change in the number of units. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. General, I just was figuring here a little bit on the 
basis of $92 a month rent on these houses —Wherry housing projects. 
It is about $1,104 annually. Then on the basis of the $8 000 per unit 
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cost plus what you estimate, $3,500 to fix them up, you will have in- 
vested about $11,500, for which you will get a rent of $1,104 a year on 
that basis, using up all the rental. 

That would leave you in pretty good shape if you are careful about 
how much your additions are going to be. That is the thing. 

General Gin. Yes, sir. We feel that anything— 

The CHAIRMAN. You get prepared on that. 

General Gin. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Members of the committee, just as soon as we finish 
this bill, then we will either take it up in full committee or Mr. Rivers’ 
subcommittee and reach a decision for the three departments. 

General Gin. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. As to how much is the maximum amount that we 
are going to agree to be spent to put them in first-class condition, and 
take the full amount of quarters allowance ? 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman, may I say something? 

The CHairMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. When we take this up in our subcommittee, of course 
we will abide by the directive of the big committee, natur ally. We 
prefer to do that for this reason. When you take these Wherry 
housing which are being allocated and for which the rent is being paid 
out of the man’s allowance, the rest going to him, and make him live in 
a Wherry project, as a public quarters proposition, and don’t give 
him something for it—like it was brought out very vividly in the case 
down at Robbins Air Force Base. We had a lot of discussion on it, 

I may have a morale problem over which we have no control, unless 
we give him something for his money, by comparison with that 
which—— 

The Cxatrman. I think—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, now. That which he is now paying. There- 
fore, our subcommittee, obedient to your directives, would like to have 
some kind of clear-cut directive and understanding, because it is a 
problem. 

The Cuarrman. In view of that statement, it may be wise, then, to 
have the hearing before the full committee. 

Mr. Rivers. It may be wise, because it is a problem. 

The Cuaran. Here is the standard I will use. 

Mr. Rivers. We will do whatever we are directed to do. 

The Cuarrman. It is just running through my mind: You take a 
direct appropriated house that is going to rent for $92 a month. You 
know how many square feet is in it and_you know how much accom- 
modation is in it. Then if you buy a W herry house, you must use 
that as your standard to see whether or not you would be warranted in 
charging $92. 

If you are warranted, why, then, you make no additions. But if 
you are not warranted, then you try to bring it up as to the standard 
accommodation as much as possible to the direct appropriated house. 

General Git. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is the way you have to figure. I don’t know 
of another way to base it. Do you know of any other way ¢ 

General Gu. I think that is a good basis, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arenps. Could I ask him? 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 
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Mr. Arenps. General, you are acquainted with Chanute Wherry 
housing ¢ 

General Git. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. Which I have been through many times. It is not in 
my district but close to it. That is pretty good Wherry housing. 

General Gut. Pretty good ? 

Mr. Arenps. Yes,sir. It is above average Wherry housing, I would 
say. 

General Giz. I would guess so. 

Mr. Arenps. I think it is. I recognize the shortages like you say— 
of space, and so on. 

General Guu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. Which should be cleared up. Once that is done on a 
reasonable basis, the amount of additions, I think you will have the 
kind of housing there that the fellows will be willing to pay that kind 
of rent for. 

General Git. Yes, sir. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. I don’t believe that kind of housing, if the rest of them 
are comparable, will have any difficulty on the problem he is talking 
about. 

General Gru. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. I would like to clear one thing up. Of course, the 
sponsorship for the Capehart houses is based upon using private 
capital ; is that it ¢ 

General Giiu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. If we are sound on that, why shouldn’t it apply 
to barracks and troop housing and officers’ quarters and everything 
else? Now why should we make direct appropriations for ware- 
houses and barracks and troop houses and machine shops and things 
of that kind out of the Treasury if we are so sound in making an 
appropriation for houses by inviting private capital 

General Gu. I think the difference in this case, Mr. Chairman, is 
that you 

The Cuarrman. I just want to know, now. I just want to know, 
if we are sound in calling in private capital to build these houses, 
why wouldn’t we be equi ally sound to call in private capital to build 
the warehouses ? 

General Gi. I don’t think we would be unsound, Mr. Chairman, 
if there were an existing legal means of doing it. At the current 
time you do not pay a lower grade airman in a barracks any quarters 
allowance under any permanent legislation. So there is no existing 
means for doing what you suggest that I know of. 

Mr. Rivers. That is ‘right. 

The CHarrman. But at the same time we could set up where we 
are amortizing it on a rental basis. Just like on the whole principle 
of this. It is direct appropriated money. But we won’t go into that. 

Now get to Glasgow. [Laughter. | 

All right. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me make an observation here on the housing. I 
think it is fundamentally wrong, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Chairman, may I have order here ? 

The Cuamman. Let there be order. 
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Mr. Brooks. I agree with what the chairman said. There is no 
reason why, except for the existence of FHA, we couldn't go ahead 
and amortize the whole works and start from top to bottom with the 
Pentagon Building and amortize it and handle it the same way. 
There isn’t any difference in theory. We are on the wrong track. 
We want to get back to the Government-financed program. 

Now, what I want to say is this: In reference to your Wherry 
housing or any other type of housing, I think it fundamentally bad 
policy to rent substandard housing to our personnel with the thought 
that they are going to get back a part of their allowance for use. 
What do you do? You will enc ourage some persons to live in shabby 
quarters in order to get a little extra money to maintain their family. 

Mr. Arenps. Pay on the car. 

Mr. Brooxs. It is bad policy. IL hope the Department moves for 
ward to the day when they get away from that. 

The Cuarman. I think, members of the committee, it might be 
wise for the full committee to have a hearing on it, because we do not 
want to do anything that is going to encourage men to try to get 
substandard quarters to live in. 

Mr. Brooks. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. We will try to come in here, after we finish this 
bill. 

Now—— 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, it might be such a thing that some of 
these boys want it that way. 

General Renz. We don’t want it that way. 

The Cuarrman. We want the full amount to be used. 

Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. I just want to call your attention—— 

The Cuamman. Let there be order. 

Mr. Gavin. That the intimation or implication has been made that 
the Congress has been derelict in this essential housing program. The 
facts are that the Congress has not been derelict. The Department 
of Defense has been derelict in not working out these programs to 
develop this essential housing program. 

In fact, since 1952, 13 38,000 houses had been authorized by the 
Congress ‘and they actually constructed less than 20,000. But the 
public seems to think that the C ongress hasn’t been doing their part 
to develop this housing program to improve the morale of our troops, 
when the facts are that it is the Department of Defense that has been 
derelict and not the Congress. 

The Cuarrman. I think the record this morning will inform the 
public that it is not the fault of the Congress. I ‘think we put the 
responsibility right where it belonged. Because we did give you 
money to use. 

Now let’s get 

Mr. Gavin. Have I made myself clear ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, and very forcefully. [Laughter. | 

The Cratrman. Now in the general’s statement, you said this— 
wait 1 minute. I have a little something here I want to read. You 
pointed out that Glasgow Airbase was where you wanted to build 
direct-appropriated houses. Now, in looking up this bill, I found 
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this about Glasgow. Now listen to this. I wrote it out yesterday, 
to bring it up this morning. Public Law 161 of the 84th Congress, 
in 1955, authorized a total of $4,760,000 for Glasgow Air Force ‘Base. 
Among the items authorized was 100 houses which were estimated to 
cost $1,350, 000. Public Law 968, 1956, authorized a total of $2,470,000 
for this base. 

Among the items authorized in that law was another 100 houses 
at an estimated cost of $1,450,000. 

Now none of these houses have been built. The authorization for 
the houses in both laws has been used for other operational items at 
the base. The result of this that the houses could not be built within 
the limitation of the station’s totals from the two laws, even with the 

5-percent latitude. 

The Department therefore wishes to shift authorizations from 
Foster Airbase, Texas, to Glasgow Airbase, in an amount sufficient 
to cover the construction of these 200 houses. 

At Foster Air Force Base the units planned with appropriated 
funds will not be constructed, but instead the Capehart houses will 
be used. 

Now that is the situation there. 

Now the way to correct that is, as I said just a while ago, when each 
one of these items comes up for houses, direct appropriated houses, 1s 
to estimate how many units and multiply that by $12,500 and reduce 
the item for that base in that amount of houses. That gives you the 
authority to build under the present authorization. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, what you are trying to say that the 
money was available, the authorization and the money was available, 
and they used it for something else. 

The Cuarrman. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Arenps. All right. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, briefly let’s turn 
to the book and have the general now—we are going to try to do some 
very constructive work on this bill. Now, members of the committee, 
turn to your bill. On page 33 of the bill, title 3 

Section 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or de- 
velop military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, 
converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary pub- 
ke works, including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 
equipment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States: Air Defense Command, Duluth, Minn.: 
Operational training facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $4,499,000. 

Now where is that in the red book? What page? 

General Rentz. Volume 1, page 13, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Let everyone get it. 

General Rentz. Page 12, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuareman. All right. 

Now let’s look at your book first and see what it does. 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman, may I clarify one point before we 
start ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 
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General Rentz. We apologize for the markings in the book. These 
books were published 30 days prior to these hearings. 

Now the red markings in the book are deletions made by some of 
the reviewing agencies and reflect the total that is in the bill. 

The blue markings in the book are internal adjustments made by 
the Air Force with the approval of the Secretary of Defense and the 
Bureau of the Budget, which brings a reduction to the bill of ap- 
proximately $4 million. 

The Cuairrman. Well, then, the other reductions that we have al- 
ready picked up this mor ning—some $26 million plus some more that 
is running through our minds—will make a right nice reduction 
before we ‘get through. 

General Rentz. Y es, Sir. 

The CuarrmMan. But at the same time we are not going to be dis- 
turbed by any—— 

Mr. Rivers. It wasn’t-——— 

The Cuarrman. To reduce this thing unless the facts and circum- 
stances warrant. 

General Rentz. Right, sir. 

The Cuameman. All right. 

Now go ahead, Gener: al. 

Mr. Devereux. What is this marked “secret” ? 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know. Is this book secret 

General Rentz. No, sir. We are in open hearings now. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. We will advise the chairman when it is necessary 
to go into closed hearing. 

The Crarrman. All Tight. 

General Rentz, go ahead and tell us about this station. 

General Rentz. Now, the first base is a base of the Air Defense 
Command. I would like to give a little résumé of the command, sir. 

The first Zone of Interior major command to be reviewed is the Air 
Defense Command. The mission of this command is to provide for 
the air defense of the continental United States. 

This program contains a request for $118,255,000 and provides 
operating facilities at 28 locations. 

Included within the total of $118,255,000 is $104,218,000 facilities 
for the Air Defense Command and $14,037,000 for units of Strategic 
Air Command. 

As I brought out yesterday, Mr. Chairman, we will have ADC 
and SAC together on the same base. 

The CoarrmMan. Strategic Command and— 

General Rentz. ADC, Air Defense Command. 

The Cuarrman. ADC, go together ? 

General Rentz. On a number of bases. The same way. SAC will 
be on a number of training bases. 

Now the amount for the Air Defense units consists of $42,963,000 for 

Air Defense missile squadrons; $5,215,000 for the acquisition of 
nese’ real estate to provide ammunition storage facilities in sup- 
port of the various fighter interceptor squadrons; and $56,040,000 for 
facilities required to support the basic mission. 
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Now the $14,037,000 to Strategic Air Command consists of $13,793,- 
000 in support of heavy and medium bombers at 3 locations and $244,- 
000 for support facilities for strategic missile sqaudrons at 1 location. 

Now the first base is Duluth. 

Colonel Ewbank will handle the book, sir. 

Colonel Ewbank. 

The Cuatrman. All right, Colonel. Now briefly tell the com- 
mittee the various items for which this $4,499,000 is used. It is for 
runways and storage, dormitories. Now 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. The two primary items 
for Duluth that we are requesting authorization for are for the re- 
habilitation of the instrument runway at that installation and for a 
classified ammunition storage area. This classified ammunition 
storage area goes with the fighter interceptor unit stationed at Duluth. 

The Cuarrman. We understand what it is. Go ahead. 

Colonel Ewsanx. There is also one dormitory we are putting up 
which is to take care of a pure deficiency for our airmen. Then we are 
requesting a commissary and a theater. 

The Cuarrman. Now tell us about the theater. 

Colonel Ewpank. All right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This is in Duluth. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. How close to Duluth ? 

Colonel Ewrank. It is approximately 7 miles from Duluth. 

The Cuarrman. Why can’t men go to theaters in Duluth instead of 
building one out there on the base ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. We would like to keep our airmen on the base 
where it is possible, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. You can keep them there. You give them per- 
mission to go to Duluth, don’t you? 

Colonel Ew BANK. Yes, sir, they go into Duluth, but we would like 
to provide recreation facilities on our base for airmen, if possible. 

The Crarrman. What are you using there now? 

Colonel Ewpank. Pi ‘esently they are using a messhall. 

The Cuarrman. Well, isn’t—— 

Colonel Ewsanx. They clear the tables at night and set up a 16 mili- 
meter screen. 

The Cuatrman. That is a nice place for a theater. 

Colonel Ewrank. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You want to spend $258,000 for a theater. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. You have been making a very fine record at Duluth, 
haven't you ¢ 

Colonel Ewpankx. Wehave. We have made a fine record at Duluth. 

The Cuarrman. The morale of the force is very high there. They 
have been getting along without this theater, haven’t they ? 

Colonel Ewsank. I think this would help us in making a better 
record, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, we have to cut all the soft spots. We 
should try to have a good jammed-up bill that will stand the closest 
scrutiny. 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman, may I say something about the 
theater ? 
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The Cuarrman. General, let’s talk about the theater. 

General Rentz. You talk about using the downtown movies. Well, 
showing of moving pictures is the primary mission of the theaters, but 
the theaters are used every day for other functions besides showing 
of the movies. It is the only place where a commander can get a 
large group of people together and talk to them, and where the Snap: 
lain and the doctor can get the people together in the theater. I would 
say that we get 7 days’ use out of the the: ters on our bases. 

The Cuamman. Well, that may be true, but can’t we build one a 
little bit less than $258,000¢ Now, let’s try to build it for $200,000, 
and reduce this item $50,000. You can do that, can’t you? You are 
a good builder. [ Laughter | 

Without objection, we will approve the item, with a. reduction of 
350,000 on the theater. 

Colonel Ewsank. The first of these locations is Duluth Municipal 
Airport. Duluth, Minn., is located approximately 4 miles southwest 
of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission and as another ADC mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $4,499,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of the replacement of a portion of the primary instru- 
ment runway; an aircraft washrack; aviation fuel and ammunition 
storage; electric power outlets in the field maintenance hangar for 
support of jet aircraft; troop housing; community and recreational 
facilities; and an addition to the base he: iting plant. 

The Cuatrman. Now take your next one, General. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. I wonder if we could get some information on that run- 
way there, Colonel. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. The present runway is 9,000 feet long. 
It is 150 feet wide. The original runway that was constructed at 
Duluth many: years ago is very light-duty pavement. It was con- 
structed over a peat bog area. ‘The old runw ay was 5,700 feet long. 
During the spring of every year the old runway is subjected to very 
severe frost heaves. The runw ay is badly deteriorated. We are at- 
tempting, during the early spring, to continue our operations on the 
89's I believe “they have at present by heavy maintenance. 

Mr. Bares. Did we build the original runway ? 

Colonel Ewnank. The original runway 

Mr. Bares. This 5,700 feet that you are using now. 

Colonel Ewsank. I believe originally there was a strip there. 
However, during the war or shortly thereafter we did actually re- 
build it and resurface it. 

The Cramman. All right. 

Mr. Bares. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. Now the extension 
that vou are building, the replacement that you are building now; 
is that going to have the same problem ¢ 

Colonel Ewnanx. This particular project in here, Mr. Bates, is not 
for an extension. The extension is already there. 

Mr. Bares. This is a replacement for the 5,700 feet. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir, that is right. 
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Mr. Bates. Now you are building that over the peat bog. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. The same place. 

Colonel Ewrnanx. The same place, that is right, because the exten- 
sion was built to the proper sts andards and to take heavy loads. 

Mr. Bares. What makes you think you won’t have any heaving with 
the new replacement ? 

Colonel Ewnanx. We will just simply have to take this old portion 
out, excavate the soft underfill and fill back with selected materials to 
correct this deficiency. 

Mr. Bartrs. They did that originally, didn’t they ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. No, sir; we : did not. That is the trouble. 

Mr. Bates. Is this going to cure the problem ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir; this will cure the problem. 

Mr. Bares. You are not going to be up here again in another year 
or two? 

Colonel Ewsanx. No, sir; not for a year. 

The Cnarrman. Now— 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, this is an item of a million and a half. 
They built over peat bogs a few years ago, and I want to make sure it 
isn’t repeated. 

The Crarrman. I want to develop this. This is highly important. 
Now, let us assume in the next 5 years the guided missile ‘plays a very 
important role in our defense. Can this base or any of these bases be 
used without considerable change for a guided missile base? Are 
you carrying that in your mind, or are you going to come back, and 
when the ouided missiles play its part—are you going to say we have 
to build from scratch and build in entirely different bases for guided 
missiles ? 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman, the surveys that we have made on 
sites for missiles so far: Our first consideration has been the location 
on existing Air Force bases. 

The CuarrMan. Good. 

General Rentz. Now, there are 90 percent of the facilities that are 
common-use facilities, whether it is a manned interceptor or a missile. 

The Cuarrman. That answers the question. All right, sir. 

Mr. Bares. We have no reason for concern, then, after you build 
this replacement ? 

Colonel Ewranx. No, sir; not as far as the runway is concerned. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next one is Ethan Allen Air Force Base, 
Winooski, Vt. 

Colonel Ewspank. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $723,000. 

I have a note here to reduce that by $129,000, making it $594,000. 
Now, let us see if I am justified in doing it. 

Mr. Ketiener. The commissary, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, that is commissary, that is right. 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that on? 

General Rentz. Twenty-six. 

Colonel Ewpsanx. Page 26, sir. 

The Cuarerman. Twenty-six. 

Mr. Gavin. Thirty-four of the bill. 
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The Cuairman. Without objection, we will reduce the item down 
to $564,000, leaving out a commissary. 


ETHAN ALLEN ATR FORCE BASE 


The second of these locations is Ethan Allen Air Force Base. Bur- 
lington, Vt., is located approximately 2 miles west southwest of this 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $723,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of an addition to the flight simulator training building; 
an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop; aviation fuel storage; 
modification of an existing building for use as a commissary store; 
and an addition to the officers open mess. 

Mr. Pursrn. What are you going to cut out there, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarMan. Commissary. 

Now, members of the committee, we will have to take a recess, after 
saving that $129,000. [Laughter. | 

We will all have to be on the floor today. We will take a recess, 
General, until tomorrow at 10 o’clock. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I do want to thank the general who presented the 
statement on the housing situation, as it is a very fine statement. 

General Rentz. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

See you tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11: 46 a. m., the committee adjourned.) 


Housr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, June 7, 1957. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of the 
committee, presiding. 

The CuHatrmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on the public works bill, H. R. 
7130. 

Now, members of the committee, yesterday just before we ad- 
journed, we were considering Duluth, and in the breakdown on the 
Duluth item there is a theater costing $258,000. I understand you 
have already drawn your plans for that; is that correct ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. That theater is on a defin- 
itive drawing at the present time. We have spent $4,000 on that 
design. 

The Cuatmman. Then, if we reduce that item, you will have to have 
it redrawn according to the amount of money. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, we would have to do that, Mr. Chairman, 
and we would estimate that it would take $8,000 to $10,000 for re- 
design. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. I don’t think we are on sound 
ground. I suggested it. I don’t think we are on sound grounds to do 
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that. And if there is no objection, we will approve the item as set 
out in the book, including $258,000. Because you won't save any 
money by doing that. 

General Rentz. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrrman. I will say this. We want to deal with this on a 
little bit broader basis. 

For instance, take up questions of houses and warehouses and things 
of that nature, all across the board, instead of picking out the little 
tiyspecs here and the little flyspecks there. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Nit picks. 

The Cuarmman. Nit picks; yes. Because we don’t get anywhere in 
life doing that. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The Caarrmman. The Duluth item is approved. 

Now the next item is Ethan Allen. I suggested that we leave out- 
this is going across the board—commissaries, for $129,000 here. Any 
objection to that ? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me ask this question. 

The Carman. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. 

The Cuarmman. Just a moment. We will get to you after we find 
it in the book. What page is it in the book ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. 26 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Now get to page 26. You will see it broken down 
there. You will see “Store-commissary,” $129,000. Now I think the 
committee would be on sound ground if we left that out—commissar- 
ies all through the bill. In that way we will build something that is 
a little bit more important. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, at a lot of these places, as 
you well know, they are in isolated areas and they are not in a metro- 
politan area. 

Where you have a large group of people living in an area, they have 
to have some means of purchasing. We have already approved the 
wide principle of commissary stores. I would hate to see us go out 
here 

The Cuarmman. They have—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. I would hate to see us go out. with an idea 
here that we can cut out commissaries across the board. ‘There may be 
instances where they can be removed, but I think it would be a serious 
thing. I believe we ought to hear the General on that. That is an 
important thing in the military. 

enced Rentz. Mr. Chairman, if you please, commissaries are just 
one facet of the overall personnel picture. We are trying to provide 
a well-balanced personnel facility program for our people. 

Commissaries, if I may say so, affect the wives, who have a tremen- 
dous effect on the retention of their husbands in the service. 

I don’t think, Mr. Chairman, that doing away with commissaries as 
a category would be the way to approach this, sir, if you please. | 
think in places where we have modifications to commissaries or where 
we are replacing what we consider substandard commissaries, that is 
different. But we certainly believe that we should have commissaries 
on our bases. 


Mr. Rivers. 
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The CuarrMan. I agree with you in principle, but as we go along— 
at certain places I think the facts will warrant leaving them out. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, are there very many commissaries in 
the bill? 

General Rentz. There are 28 commissaries in the Zone of Interior, 
Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kirpay. And how much money is involved ? 

General Renvz. Sir? 

Mr. Kitpay. Does it involve a considerable amount of money ? 

General Rentz. The commissaries in the Zone of Interior and over- 
seas comprise approximately $8 million. 

Mr. Kitpay. You say there you are going to replace or modernize. 
I can understand you would like to have these commissaries, that 
would be somewhat comparable to a civilian store, where the women- 
folk are going to go and trade. In the present situation, couldn’t you 
perhaps as you say eliminate modernizing and the replacing? After 
all, you can if you just have to use a building that isn’t built for a com- 
missary, van’t you? You could use a wi arehouse space or something of 
that kind. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Kilday, if there was something exist- 
ing on the base that we could use for a commissary. But there aa 
number of new bases where none exists at the present time, or since it is 
a new base there are no existing buildings that could be converted to a 
commissary. 

The CuatrMan. In those cases, I suggest, Mr. Kilday, we might act 
favorably on them. Wherever you have a building that can be utilized 
as a commissary, like at this base where you do now have a commissary, 
I think the committee would be warranted in not making authorization 
right now. 

Mr. Huppieston. Mr. Chairman, what kind of facilities are now at 
Ethan Allen for use as a commissary 4 

Colonel Ewnanx. Mr. C hairman, presently at Ethan Allen we are 
using an old masonry building, in the old Army cantonment area. 
This particular project provides for the modific ation of this building 
to provide for property storage, principally the cooling portion of the 
commissary, and that sort of thing. 

The Cuitrman. Now, I would think—this is for the modification 
of one already in existence. You don’t have to make it as nice and 
attractive and as pretty as these great big Giant stores and A. & P. 
stores. You are doing pretty well there now. 

So in the interest of other very important items, I suggest we leave 
out this $129,000 at this time and reduce the item to $5 49, 000. With- 
out objection, that is what the committee decides on. 

Now take Spokane, Wash., $1,583,000. 


GEIGER FIELD 


Colonel Ewrnank. The third of these locations is Geiger Field. 
Spokane, Wash., is located approximately 5 miles north-northeast of 
this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,583,000. 
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All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of an aircraft maintenance hangar; replacement of the 
base dispensary; a commissary store; and easement clearances at 
each end of the primary runway for flight safety. 

The Cuarrman. Now we are not going to adopt a policy to strike 
all commissaries out, but we will go along on a little bit sounder basis 
in the modification of them. We are going to be back here in 
January. You will be back here too. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Wash. That is on what page in the book? 

Colonel Ewsanxk. Page 32, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. 32. 

Colonel Ewranx. The two principal items in our request at Geiger 
are for a hangar, an organizational maintenance type, and a dispen- 
sary building. 

The CHarrman. All right. Now tell us about the commissary 
there, $38,000. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, nothing exists at Geiger in the way 
of a commissary. 

The Cuarrman. All right, then you would be warranted to put: one 
there. 

General Rentz. I would say so, Mr. Chairman; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Tell about the land easement. 

Colonel Ewrank. This is to protect both ends of our instrument 
runway at Geiger Air Force Base. 

The CuHarmmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is Glasgow 

Mr. Devereux. What about the dispensary there, is that a replace- 
ment ? 

The Cuarrmman. Yes; that is a replacement. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. The present dispensary is in an old 
theater of operation-type building. It is an old tar-paper-sided type 
building. It is very, very insanitary and is extremely unsatisfactory. 

The Cuatrman. Now the next one is Glasgow. 

General Rentz. The fourth of these locations is Glasgow Air Force 
Base. Glasgow, Mont., is located approximately 18 miles south of 
this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an air defense command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $3,232,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of an aircraft washrack; an aircraft engine inspec- 
tion and repair shop; electrical power outlets in the field maintenance 
hangar for support of jet aircraft; avfuel and ammunition storage; 
squadron headquarters: family and troop housing; and a base theater. 

The CHatrMan. We want to reduce that item. Mr. Kelleher, what 
did we figure that item ought to be reduced, on the cost of the houses? 
They have already got the authority to build these houses ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes,sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. We will have to include a general provision in this 
bill. 

The CHarrmMan. We will do that. 
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General Rentz. Which would allow us to use the unused housing 
authorization. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Members of the committee, all understand we are not authorizing 
any family houses. And I am going to ask the committee not to 
authorize them for the three departments, for the reason we have all 
the legislation to permit you to build family houses. Is that correct? 
And we will designate them at the proper places by the amendment 
that will be pr oposed later on. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. So, therefore, it will be merely—and everybody 
understands it. We have previously given you the authority to build 
family houses, that is correct, isn’t it? 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Then there is no need to continue to give you au- 
thority because you have the authority to build them, isn’t that correct ? 

General Renz. That is approximately correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that by way 7 of rese ission, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The Cuatrman. No; that doesn’t involve rescission at all. It is 
merely—off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. We authorized eleven thousand-some-odd family 
houses for the Air Force. You don’t have to reauthorize it again. It 
is up to the Appropriations Committee to give them the money for 
the family houses. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. How about the locations ? 

The CuarrMan. We would change the locations. 

Mr. Ketiener. I would suggest a general provision which would 
allow the department to use previous ‘authority at any of the named 
installations in this bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. That is right. 

Mr. Keviener. And this item would be reduced by $1,184,000. 

The Cuarman. That is right. To sum it up now—this is off 
the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuatrman. This is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CHarrman. We will reduce that how much, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Keviener. $1,184,000. 

The Cuarmman. One million—call it again ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. $1,184,000. The new figure—— 

The CuarrMan. Strike out family houses now. 

Mr. Ketitener. We would not strike the language, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Ketiener. The language should survive, because the general 
provision will refer back to that language as being the place where, 
and the authority for, the housing to be built. 

The Cuarrman. In view of the other amendment, do you want to 
leave the words “family housing” there ? 

Mr. Ketiener. You see, there would be no specific authority in the 
bill for family housing at Glasgow if you struck the language here. 
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I think perhaps the language should survive and the general pro- 
vision merely refer to that authority in the bill. 

Otherwise, we would have to have a long amendment which would 
name all of the installations. 

The Cuamman. Then what are we accomplishing ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. We leave the language and cut the money. 

Mr. Kinpay. Reduce the money. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Keviener. I think it is very sound. 

Mr. Kitpay. I think it would be very helpful. 

The Cuarrman. Allright; leave the words “family housing” in. 

Mr. Rivers. It would certainly help. 

Mr. Price. We certainly ought to have another provision in there; 
otherwise you jeopardize the family houses. 

Mr. Keviener. The general provision, Mr. Price, will state that 
the housing referred to throughout the bill, for Army, Navy, and Air 
Force, will utilize existing authority in Public Laws 765 and 161, 
and the report, too, will make it perfectly clear. 

Mr. Rivers. And there will be no need for any rescission. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. That is correct. 

Mr. Keviener. And it will lower the unfunded authorization in the 
process. 

Mr. Kizpay. Your provision with reference to coming into agree- 
ment will apply. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, yes; they would have to come into agreement. 

Mr. Ketiener. Oh, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This is direct appropriations, Mr. Kilday, and 
not Wherry. 

Mr. Rivers. That is correct. 

Mr. Ke.iener. That is right. But clearance is requested for any 
housing at all. 

The Cuatrrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, off the record so I can get it straight 
now. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The CuatrmMan. The maximum is 11,000, or whatever was given 
you under the act. You must have more than that; don’t you see? 
And you only have 1,500 in this bill. 

General Rentz. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, Grand Forks Air Force Base. 

General Rentz. The fifth of these locations is Grand Forks Air 
Force Base. Grand Forks, N. Dak., is located approximately 14 miles 
east of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission, as a Strategic Air Command dispersal base, and 
as another A DC mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $4,446,000. 

Eighteen items are included to support the Strategic Air Command 
mission assigned to this base. 

Included in this group are operational parking areas; blast de- 
flector fences; additions to the base communication building and base 
fire station; an operational and target intelligence building; a squad- 
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ron operations building; an addition to the consolidated aircraft 
maintenance shop; parachute and dinghy shop; facilities for the stor- 
age of demineralized water, explosives, and base cold food; electrical 
emergency power; a base warehouse; administrative facilities; an 
addition to the officers’ open mess; an addition to the base heating 
plant; and enlargement of the sanitary sewage-treatment facilities 
(items 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21, 23, and 26). 

Items included to support the fighter-interceptor mission consist 
generally of an aircraft wash rack, an aircraft engine inspection and 
repair shop, electrification for ground-support equipment in support 
of fighter-interceptor aircraft, and a squadron headquarters (items 
2,9, 17, and 24). 

A base theater, exchange facilities, and boundary fence support both 
the SAC and ADC mission (items 20, 22, and 27). 

The CHatrman. That is on page—— 

Colonel Ewnank. Forty-eight of the red book, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Every one of these is ADC units ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Grand Forks is an ADC unit, with a Strategie 
Air Command dispersal unit also on this base. 

Mr. Rivers. Who is the parent ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The parent is ADC. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Colonel Ewsank. SAC will be the tenant unit on this installation. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

The CuHatrmMan. We can all see what this is going to be. Without 
objection, we approve this item. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that the first time you have had SAC as a tenant ? 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir, Mr. Rivers. We have several of our bases 
where SAC becomes a tenant on an installation. 

Mr. Rivers. SAC becomes a tenant only under this new dispersal ¢ 

Colonel Ewsanxk. That is correct. 

General Rentz. And that will not only be on ADC bases, Mr. Rivers, 
but it will be on Training Command—— 

Mr. Rivers. I understand. 

General Renz. Materiel Command, SAC, or—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wherever you decide you can accommodate them and 
need them. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. The next is Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas 
City. 

General Renz. The sixth of these locations is Grandview Air Force 
Base, Belton, Mo., is located approximately 1 mile south-southeast of 
this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission, reserve units, another ADC mission, and head- 
quarters for the central air-defense force. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,184,000. 

All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of an aircraft wash rack, ready aircraft shelters, 
an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop, ammunition storage, 
administrative facilities, a commissary store, and an increase in the 
base water supply. 
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Colonel Ewrank. That is page 78 in your book, Mr. Chairman. The 
principal items at this installation are ready aircraft shelters and a 
classified ammunition-storage area, plus some group headquarters- 
type buildings. 

The CuarrMan. Now, let’s see something about this base. 

There are 1,793 acres, and we have already spent $13,806,000 on it. 
It will cost $18 million more. It will ultimately cost $37,376,000. 
You have only 1,869 enlisted men, 406 officers, and 670 civilians, a 
total of 2,945. 

Fighter-interceptor squadrons—I was sort of hoping that we about 

ut that base up to meet all the military requirements, and we might 

e able to postpone anything at that station during this year. 

"eieesara’ Rentz. Mr. Chairman, if you please, if you look at the 
breakdown at the next column, under that 2,945 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. Go ahead. 

General Rentz. You will see a decided increase in the number of 
personnel planned for that base. It goes up to 4,456. 

The CuHatrMan. Oh, well, that is many years off. 

General Renz. No, sir; end 1960, sir, 

The Cuarrman. 1960. 

General Renrz. Fiscal year 1960, yes, sir, 2 years. 

The Cuamman. Well now, by 1960 we may make such progress 
in guided missiles we won’t hardly need this base out there. 

It is pretty good planning from Saturday night to Saturday night 
or from January to January. But when you get beyond that, we don’t 
know where we are drifting to. 

Now, why couldn’t we, without hurting the service and without hurt- 
ing that activity at all, just let it stand in status quo for the time 
being? Is it going to hurt you! 

Colonel Eweank. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s talk frankly and candidly. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Here isa bill that involves $1,500 million. 

General Rentz. We realize that. 

The Cuarrman. That is a heap of money. Off the record, Sam. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; we realize that, Mr. Chairman. But I 
would also like to mention that this is a location for a Sage facility 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

General Rentz. Which we consider of vital importance to the air 
defense. 

The Cuatrman. Well, it is. 

General Rentz. We could not take care of the facility that is pro- 
gramed in there, Sage, without this program as it is today. 

The Cramman. Would it affect your other Sage operations if this 
base stood just like it is? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; it would leave a decided gap in our Sage 
system, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you have a gap up in Michigan, anyhow. 
You are not trying to fill up all the gaps. That is where we had 
so much trouble loc ating a base. We have a gap in the Sage line 
up there, too. 

Mr. Price. Of course, Mr. Chairman, if we keep eliminatin 
provisions for Sage, we won't have any Sage backup at all. 
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The Cuairman. We haven't eliminated but one Sage base, and they 
eliminated that themselves. 

Mr. Devereux. That is being shifted to another place, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuairman. No; they are just leaving it alone. The fence has 
broke down there. The sheep can come through. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Rivers. Which one is that? 

Colonel Ewsank. Mr. Chairman, in addition 

The Cuamman. Manistee. 

Will it hurt the service if we left this stand in status quo? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

General Ren'rz. It certainly would. 

Colonel Ewsank. In addition to being an active Sage installation, 
this particular installation will provide the training and the program- 
ing data for our Sage system all over the United States. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is Hamilton Air Force Base. 

General Renvz. The seventh of these locations is Hamilton Air 
Force Base. Ignacio, Calif., is located approximately 1 mile north- 
west of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions, reserve units, and headquarters for the western 
air defense force. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $614,000. 

All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor missions and 
consist generally of approach lighting for the primary instrument 
runway; electrification for ground support equipment in support of 
century series aircraft; and replacement of substandard airmen’s 
messing facilities. 

Colonel Ewranx. That is on page 90, Mr. Chairman, in your book. 

We are requesting $614,000 of new authorization for this installa- 
tion 

Mr. Mitier. What page? 

General Renz. Ninety. 

Colonel Ewsrank. Page 90, sir. 

The CHarrman. Well, the committee can.see what these items are 
for. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is Kinross Air Force Base. 

General Rentz. Page 94. 

The CuarrmMan. Kinross. 

General Rentz. The eighth of these locations is Kinross Air Force 
Base. Kinross, Mich., is located approximately 3 miles northwest of 
this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command 
fighter-interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,118,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 








sist generally of electrical power outlets in the field maintenance 
hangar in support of jet aircraft; family housing; an educational 
wing to the base chapel; a commissary store; and an addition to the 
exchange facility. 
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The Cuamman. Get this in the record. There are no new bases 
established in this bill ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cxairman. All right. All these bases that we are dealing 
‘with, we previously established them and authorized them and made 
the necessary construction to meet the military requirements ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Could the General answer a question on how many 
wings is this program based now; how many wings will we have 
now ¢ 

General Rentz. How many wings are we programed against, Mr. 
Rivers? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. We programed this in 1958 against the year-end 
1960 position. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Rentz. We can show it to you on the operations chart here, 
which I think would be of great value to the committee, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we all understand it is ultimately to be 
around 118 in 1960. 

General Rentz. You are correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. We understand that. 

And the wings will be probably a great deal stronger than they 
are today ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The CHarrman. We may not have the numbers, but we will have 
the strength. 

General Renvrz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, we get strong by growing weaker. 
{| Laughter. | 

Mr. Kirpay. By growing smaller. 

The Cuarrman. Growing smaller. 

Mr. Price. If you keep Teducing this, we will have a very strong 
Air Force. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now 

Mr. Huppieston. We are missing these commissaries. This is the 
third commissary since we made the remark about commissaries ear- 
lier, that we glossed over without giving any consideration. 

Here, for instance, is a commissary and also exchange facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Well, this is Kinross. That is the one we are 
talking about now. 

Mr. Rivers. A commissary and an exchange are two different 
things. 

Mr. Huppieston. Oh, yes. 

The Crarrman. Here is a commissary at Kinross, $172.000. 

Mr. Ketiener. It is a new one. 

The Cuarrman. Is this a new one? 

Colonel Ewpanx. Yes, sir: none exists. 

The Cuareman. All right, that ends that question. 

Colonel Ewranx. It is 25 miles from the nearest shopping center. 

Mr. Ketitener. Mr. Chairman, this would be reduced further be- 
cause of housing. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 
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Mr. Keiiener. By $689,000, and the new figure would be $429,000. 

The CuHarrman. $429,000, 

Mr. Ketienuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Instead of $1,018,000. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Watch the book, now, and keep the figures straight. 

All right, now, the next one is K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport. 

Colonel Ewsank. On page 101, Mr. Chairman. 

General Rentz. The ninth of these locations is K. I. Sawyer Air 
Force Base. Marquette, Mich., is located approximately 14 miles south 
of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission and as another ADC mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
reper to the items in this program in the total amount of $905,000. 

All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of a navigational aid (TACAN); electrification 
for ground support equipment in support of fighter-imterceptor air- 
craft; an education wing for the base chapel; additions to the service 
club and the NCO open mess; and a recreational library (items 1, 2, 
5,6, 7,8,9,and 10). 

The Cuarrman. No, Mr. Huddleston, you watch out about the 
commissaries. [Laughter. ] 

The Cuatrman. I can’t watch everything. 

Mr. Gavin, you keep your eye in this book on golf ranges and rec- 
reational facilities and things like that. We will get a good record 
here directly. 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman, there are no new golf courses in 
this bill. 

The Cuarrman. No new golf courses. That will relieve Mr. Gavin 
of his responsibility. 

Tell us about this base. We will see what it is for. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, we are requesting $909,000 of new authorization at 
K. I. Sawyer. This, again, is fighter-interceptor base. 

The principal items here are for an aircraft engine and inspection 
repair shop. None was ever built or programed for this installation. 
And also a chapel. 

We are also providing a service club. 

Mr. Devereux. Why did you cut out the SAGE? 

Colonel Ewnanxk. That was deleted, General Devereux, by higher 
review authority. 

General Rentz. General Devereux, throughout this program you 
will find that all the new authorization for SAGE facilities, have 
been deleted by one of the reviewing agencies. That is still being 
discussed and studied at the present time in the Secretary of Defense 
and the Bureau of the Budget and the Air Force level. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, if you are eliminating these supporting facili- 
ties, what about out in that other base that we approved of for the 
headquarters and training and all of that ? 

General Rentz. That is already existing, General. That had been 
previously authorized and funded. I am talking about new authori- 
zation for SAGE technical facilities. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, what about this club service ? 

Mr. Deverevx. Is this an operating facility ? 

General Rentz. An operating facility. 

Mr. Devereux. This is an operating facility. 

Well, the point I am getting at, General, is, are we inconsistent 
here with this other base out at Grandview? 

General Rentz. No, sir, we are not inconsistent, General. There 
have been 21 SAGE centers programed in previous authorization and 
funded and are underway at the present time. 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. On the club service, $128,000, what is that for? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is an addition to an existing service club 
that was programed in prior years. It is a very, very small club 
which was programed for about 8,000 square feet, which will not pro- 
vide the necessary room for the functions that a service club is sup- 
posed to provide for all of our airmen at this base. X. I. Sawyer, of 
course, is way up in northern Michigan. It is in a relatively isolated 
area. 

The CuamrMan. Well, there are only a small number of men there, 
367, 65 civilians and 26 officers. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman, but that strength is build- 
ing up. It will build up to 1,946 total strength. You see, this is a 
new base, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. You have no facilities for club activities at all? 

General Rentz. This is an addition. 

The Cuatrman. All right, without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. What is that chapel educational wing there—is that 
something new? I haven’t nail of that before. Where do you ordi- 
narily have Bible courses and catechism instruction ¢ 

General Rentz. In old established bases, Mr. Bates, we generally 
convert a building for that purpose. When you go into a new base, 
you have no facility to convert. 

The educational wings have appeared in the programs in previous 
years—not too much. I think we derive immense benefits from these 
educational wings. The chaplains are 100 percent for them, and they 
get usage, I would say, 7 days a week. 

Mr. Bares. You have these at most of your established bases ? 

General Rentz. We have some improvised at most of our bases. 

Mr. Bares. But the practice is extended at all bases? This prac- 
tice of having catechism and Bible classes? . 

General Rentz. Absolutely, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, take your next one. 

Colonel Ewnanx. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is on page 
113. 

The 10th of these locations is Klamath Falls Municipal Airport. 
Klamath Falls, Oreg., is located approximately 5 miles northwest of 
this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,299,000. 

ll items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
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consist generally of an aircraft-engine inspection and repair shop; 
av-fuel and ammunition storage; electrification for ground support 
equipment in support of fighter- interceptor aircraft; an airmen’s 
dormitory ; and a base theater. 

That is Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oreg. 

We are requesting $1,299,000 of new authorization for this 
installation. 

The principal items here are for an engine inspection and repair 
shop and classified storage for the ammunition—classified ammuni- 
tion storage for the fighter- interceptor unit. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask you this, General: You call it dormitory 
for airmen, or is that barracks? 

General Rentz. That is a barracks or dormitory. 

Mr. Brooxs. Which is the proper name there ? 

General Rentz. We would rather call it dormitory, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. In the Army it is barracks. 

General Devereux. Is that unification ? [ Laughter. ] 

General Renvrz. I consider them synonymous, sir. 

The Carman. What about your theater there now ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. $190,000. 

Colonel Ewnanx. None exists at Klamath Falls, Mr. Chairman. 
This is also, again, a new base out at Klamath Falls, Oreg., and there 

was nothing existing there. 

The Cuatrman. Now, take McChord Air Base. Where is it in the 
book ¢ 

Colonel Ewrnank. Page 120, Mr. Chairman. 

The 11th of these locations is McChord Air Force Base. Tacoma, 
Wash., is located approximately 1 mile north of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions, Military Transport Command squadrons, and as 
another ADC mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,103,000. 

All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of ready aircraft shelters; ammunition storage; and 
industrial waste treatment and disposal facilities. 

Colonel Ewrann. We are requesting $2,103,000 of new authoriza- 
tion for this installation. 

The primary item is for aircraft ready shelters and for classified 
ammunition storage. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, take your next one, McGhee Tyson Airport. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir; that is on page 124, Mr. Chairman. 

The 12th of these locations is McGhee Tyson Airport. Alcoa,'Tenn., 
is located approximately 2 miles south of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $289,000. 

All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of av-fuel storage, a commissary store, and an addi- 
tion to the exchange facility. 
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Colonel Ewsanx. We are requesting $289,000 in new authorization 
for this installation. 

The Cuarrman. What about your commissary there? 

Colonel Ewranx. Nothing exists at McGhee Tyson. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Ewsanx. No facilities at all. 

Mr. Bares. How long has that base been there? 

Colonel Ewsanx. We have been in that base since 1951. 

Mr. Bates. And you haven’t had any commissary at all? 

Colonel Ewsank. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. What did you use instead of a commissary ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. They have had to drive into the city to get their 
shopping done. 

Mr. Bares. How far is this from the city ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. It is 7 miles into Marysville, Tenn. 

Mr. Bates. What criteria do you have for establishing commissary 
stores, considering the proximity of the community? Do you propose 
to have one at every aes, regardless of how close the community 
facilities might be? Just what is your policy? 

General Rentz. Mr. Bates, I couldn’t state a definte policy on that 
because it depends upon the size of the city that the base is close to. 
Some of our Ione are close to small communities that may only have 
1 or 2 stores in them. 

Another point to be considered is how much Capehart and appro- 

riated housing is on the base where the families are congregated. 
hat, in itself, reflects an additional requirement for commissaries. 

If you had the people scattered out in all the neighborhood com- 
munities, you would not have the dire need for commissaries which 
we have when they are concentrated in one area. 

Mr. Bares. Well, we have closed and opened so many commissaries 
down through the years, and there certainly have been policies and 
criteria established—you certainly had in 1949. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. At which time they closed a good many of them. 

General Rentz. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Definite policies and criteria were established at that 
time. 
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General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Now, it was based on an individual basis, but do you 
have any policy at all today or is everything an individual study of 
each base f 

General Rentz. I have a man from personnel on commissaries here 
with me, Colonel McDonald, from personnel. 

Could you answer Mr. Bates’ question, Colonel ? 

Colonel McDonatp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. What is the reason for the last question there? 
Is it determined on an individual basis or do you have a broad policy ? 

Colonel McDonatp. The 2 items which we have as a broad policy is 
the cost of items outside in the local supermarkets, if they have them, 
versus the convenience or the nearness or the capability of our people 
on the base to get to those same outlets. These are the 2 policies. 

Mr. Bares. Well, if you are 5 miles away from a good supermarket, 
what is your policy then ? 

Colonel McDonaxp. We look at the prices. The last 2 years the 
price differential average has been 27 percent difference. 

Mr. Bares. Twenty-seven percent difference ? 

Colonel McDonatp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Between your commissary stores and your giant mar- 
kets, for instance ? 

Colonel McDonatp. Yes, sir. These are based on the 77 items that 
the Department of Agriculture has established to figure out the na- 
tional food index. We take these 77 items, plot them against the 2 
nearest supermarkets, which have the available merchandise, and in 
that way get an idea on each of our 133 commissaries. 

Mr. Bates. I wonder if we can have that, because I haven’t talked 
to anybody in the armed services for a long time that ever indicated 
there were any savings at all in going to the commissary stores. 

Colonel McDona.p. I have it right here, and I can give it for the 
record, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Can you do that? 

Colonel McDonatp. Yes, sir. 

(The information follows :) 


The Office of the Secretary of Defense approved 121 Air Force commissary 
stores located in the continental limits of the United States for continued opera- 
tion during calendar year 1957. The average price differential between these 
commissary stores and commercial stores which were surveyed in accordance 
with the Office of the Secretary of Defense criteria was 27.5 percent exclusive of 
the 8 percent surcharge imposed on sales in commissary stores located in the 
United States. 
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The Department of the Air Force follows criteria established by the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense for determining the establishment, continuance, and 
disestablishment of commissary stores. This criteria is applicable only to com- 
missary stores in the continental limits of the United States. In oversea areas 
major air commanders may establish commissary stores to meet their require- 
ments without reference to higher headquarters. The criteria follows: 


PART 1, ADEQUATE FACILITIES 


Authorized facilities —The available commercial facilities must offer to the 
prospective patron the same departments normally found in commissary stores— 
groceries, meats, meat products, and seafoods, dairy products, frozen fruits and 
vegetables, fresh fruits and vegetables, and authorized miscellaneous household 
items. It is not required that all of these broad categories be incorporated in 
any one store, but they must be available from commercial sources within the 
immediate shopping area. 

Selection of individual items.—The commercial facilities must offer, in each 
of the categories enumerated above, a reasonable selection of individual items, 
It is not intended that the selection must contain only the finest quality items 
but a reasonable number of better known, nationally or locally established brands 
must be available. 

Commercial facility capacity.—The commercial facility or facilities must have 
the capacity to serve all commissary patrons quartered on the installation and 
those quartered closer to the commissary store than to adequate commercial 
facilities. Commercial facilities, which do not have the floorspace, are below 
acceptable sanitary standards as determined by the installation commander, or 
do not sell meats and poultry (including products thereof) originating from 
official establishments operating under the supervision of the Meat Inspection 
Division, Bureau of Animal Industry or the Poultry Inspection Service, Produc- 
tion and Marketing Administration, United States Department of Agriculture, 
will not be considered. 

PART 2, CONVENIENT LOCATION 


Travel time by private transportation.—The store or shopping area must be 
located on an adequate hard-surfaced road network that is kept open the year 
around. Travel time by private conveyance under normal traffic conditions 
should not exceed 10 minutes, 

Travel time by commercial transportation.—If any patron quartered on the 
installation does not have private transportation, adequate commercial or mili- 
tary transportation is required. A one-way trip by commercial transportation, or 
military if commercial is not available, should not exceed 15 minutes and the 
interval between scheduled trips should not exceed 30 minutes. 

Measurement of travel time.—Travel time by private conveyance shall be 
measured from the center of the quarters area under the control of the installa- 
tion commander to the nearest adequate commercial facility. Where there is 
more than one such housing area, the number of quarters in each housing area 
shall be multiplied by the travel time from the approximate center of each area 
and the combined sum shall then be divided by the total number of quarters to 
determine the average travel time. Travel time by commercial transportation 
shall be determined on the same basis, and the average time required to walk 
from the quarters to the bus stop and from the bus stop closest to the commercial 
facility to such store added thereto. 

Limitation of convenience criteria.—When less than 50 families are quartered 
on the installation or immediately adjacent thereto, commercial facilities shall 
be determined convenient if travel time does not exceed 15 minutes by private 
conveyance or 20 minutes by public conveyance (commercial or military) oper- 
ated on an hourly schedule. When no persons are quartered on the installation 
or immediately adjacent thereto, commercial facilities shall be determined 
convenient. 





PART 8. REASONABLE PRICES 


Competing commercial facilities —There should be sufficient facilities avail- 
able in the community and within such distance of each other so as to permit 
free and open competition which will allow prices to react in accordance with 
demand. There should be at least two comparable, competing facilities available, 

Determining reasonable commercial prices.—To determine whether commer- 
cial prices are reasonable, each commissary store shall be provided with a list 
of standard items and quantities representing the annual purchases of an aver- 
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age family, as computed by the Bureau of Labor Statistics, United States Depart- 
ment of Labor. Each commissary store shall indicate thereon the unit and 
total cost (unit cost times weighting factor) of each item in the commissary 
store and in at least two commerial facilities selected as being the most adequate 
and convenient. 

Determination of price differential—tIf the average total cost of items and 
quantities listed in the two commercial facilities exceeds by 20 percent the total 
cost in the commissary store less individual store markup or applicable sur- 
charge, the prices shall be considered unreasonable. 


PART 4. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 


Additional information required.—Requests of military departments to the 
Secretary of Defense for approval of new commissary stores for operations within 
the United States should provide the following additional information : 

(a) Installation strength. 

(bo) Whether installation previously had a commissary store, and, if so, rea- 
sons for closing. 

(c) Whether an existing building will be used. 

(d@) Number of personnel needed to operate the store. 

(e) Capital outlay necessary for equipment. 

(f) Optimum capacity of store in dollars per month. 

(g) Percentage of optimum capacity at which the store will operate. 

(h) Whether any other commissary store is available within a reasonable dis- 
tance. 

(i) Names of two commercial stores considered in making decision, and dis- 
tance to each, 

(j) Number of families who are or will be stationed on the installation. 

(k) Number of potential patrons of the store. 

(1) Travel time to the commissary store location computed in the same manner 
as travel time to commercial stores. 

The Cuarrman. We want to watch these commissaries because we 
want to continue to believe in private enterprise. At the same time, 
we don’t want to deny our personnel the opportunity to have the benefit 
and privilege of the commissary. Each case should stand on the facts 
surrounding it. 

Colonel McDonatp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. If you build a great many Capehart houses on the 
base and the people live on the base and they are 5 or 6 or 7 miles away 
from the community or the town, then you are on sound ground to 
have a commissary. 

Colonel McDonatp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. But if the people live out, all among the civilians, 
and they have close access to markets, why, then you are not on such 
sound ground. Each case has to stand on the facts surrounding it. 

Colonel McDonatp. That is absolutely correct. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Tell us about the theater—you told about that. 
All right, without objection, McGhee Tyson is approved. 

Now, this next one is Minot Air Force Base, N. Dak. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir. 

The 13th of these locations is Minot Air Force Base. Minot, N. Dak., 
is located approximately 11 miles south of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission and as a Strategic Air Command dispersal base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $6,804,000. 

Fourteen items are included to support the Strategic Air Com- 
mand dispersal mission assigned to this base, 
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Included in this group are operational apron; blast deflector 
fences; an additional to the base communications building and the 
base fire station; a navigational aid; a squadron Operations building 
an addition to the consolidated aircraft maintenance shop; storage 
facilities for demineralized water and ammunitions; an addition to 
the base warehouse; administrative facilities; electric emer ncy 
power; and an a to the sanitary sewage treatment. facilities 
(items 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 14, 16, 21, and 93). 

Four items in the progr am provide support for the fighter-inter- 
ceptor mission and consist generally of an aircraft engine inspection 
and repair shop; electr ification for ground support equipment in sup- 
port of fighter-interceptor aircraft; ammunition storage and a squad- 
ron headquarters facility (items 8, 11, 15 and 22). 

Items to support both Strategic Air Command and Air Defense 
Command consist of a dental clinic, chapel education wing, com- 
missary, and addition to the NCO open mess, a base theater and 
boundary fence (items 13, 17, 18, 19, 20 and 24). 

The CuHatrman. I see in the book 

Colonel Ewnanx. Page 128, sir. 

The CHarrMan. I see in the book you haven’t anybody there. 

Colonel Ewnank. That is correct. This is a base that we are 
building. It is now presently under construction. 

The Cuarrman. We authorized it 2 years ago, didn’t we? 

Colonel Ewrank. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. And we are just getting around to doing it now. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. We would have been wise if we had waited now to 
authorize it, wouldn’t we ? 

Colonel Ewpank. No, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Oh, yes, we would, because you haven’t done any- 
thing. You haven’t spent any money. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Y es, sir, we have. 

Originally, it was progr: amed stric tly for a fighter-intere eptor base. 
Now we are imposing the additional mission in there of a Strategic 
Air Command dispersal unit. 

The CuarrmMan. We haven't spent anything here—not a penny. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How much have you spent? 

That is right, you have the land. The land cost $199,000. That 
is all you spent, is it? 

Mr. Rivers. One million three. 

Mr. Mitter. One million three in the book. 

Colonel Ewpeank. That was the inventory on 30 June 1956, 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. $199,000 for land. 

Colonel Ewsank. We have a long list of items there presently un- 
der contract. 

The Cuarrman. This is starting a new base? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Even though it has been authorized, you haven't 
developed it ? 

Colonel Ewpank. It is not finished. 
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Mr. Ke.iener. The construction started some time ago, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

General Rentz. We have, Mr. Chairman, approximately $45 mil- 
lion worth of projects under contract at this time on this base. It 
has been in the program for 3 years, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. That is the reason you haven’t put anybody there, 
because you haven’t built it up? 

General Rentz. It isn’t finished, Mr. Chairman, is the reason. 

The CuarrmaAn. That is nght. 

Now, when you finish it, then you are only going to have 2,941 
people there ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it is going to cost $62 million. And it is a 
fighter-interceptor squadron. 

Mr. Rivers. You are going to have jet tankers and B-52’s both? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, it is a joint ADC-Strategic Air Command 
base. We will have a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber squad- 
ron plus the tankers. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, if you are going to build from the 
ground up, you will have to include everything. 

Geneiiit Rentz. That is correct. 

The CuarrMaN. It is set out here exactly what it does to make the 
base. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrMAN. It is going to cost now $6,896,000. How many 
years is it going to take to spend your $62 million? When are you 
going to finish it? 

General Rentz. Estimated future authorizations, Mr. Chairman, 
at $9 million for this base. 

The Cuarrman. Well, when are you going to finish it? 

General Rentz. With this authorization, when we get this in the 
ground, we will have an operating facility for ADC and Strategic 
Air Command at Minot. 

The Cuarrman. How higl: does this stand on your priority list? 

General Renvz. It is very high, one of the top, sir. 

The CuarrmaN. All right. 

Without objection, we approve the item. 

Mr. Gavin. How much money do you have authorized but un- 
expended at this base at the present time ? 

Mr. Price. $44,893,000. 

(Chorus of “No.”) 

Mr. Smart. Under contract. 

General Rentz. That is not yet in inventory, sir, now. 

Mr. Rivers. That is obligated, though. 

General RENTz. Sir? 

Mr. Rivers. Isn’t that obligated ? 

Mr. Brooks. You said you had $45 million in contracts. 

General Rentz. Approximately $44 million is under contract at 
the present time. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, that is obligated. 

Colonel Ewrankx. That is right. 

General Rentz. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Answer Mr. Gavin’s question, please. 

State it again, Mr. Gavin. 
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Mr. Gavin. How much do you have appropriated, authorized, but 
unexpended, at this time? 

Mr. Ketiever. Would you mean unobligated, Mr. Gavin ? 

Mr. Gavin. Unobligated, Colonel. 

Mr. Kettener. Unobligated, Colonel. 

Colonel Epmonps. I think we have almost all of that sum obligated, 

Mr. Gavin. How much is the total there? 

Colonel Epmonps. $44,893,000. 

Mr. Gavin. Why do you come up here now for another $6 million 
when you haven’t spent. the $44 million that has been given to you? 

Jolonel Epmonps. We have already obligated all of the presently 
available funds. 

Mr. Gavin. You have obligated it, but how long is it going to take 
for the construction? How long will it take to complete the build- 
ings and facilities of the $44 million you have appropriated ? 

You are going to get it done next year or in 2 years or 3 years? 

Colonel Epmonps. We are finishing construction now each month. 
The majority of the facilities that we had previously authorized will 
be finished during fiscal year 1958. 

Mr. Gavin. You don’t know, you are just assuming they will be 
finished by 1958 ? 

Colonel Epmonps. No, sir, I know. 

General Rentz. Mr. Gavin, may I say something ¢ 

We just programed last year this base as a SAC dispersal base. 
Last year was the first year we received authorization on this base 
to put in a dispersal squadron for SAC. Therefore, it would be 2 
years before we got all the SAC facilities finished at this base, which 
will be a dual mission. 

The CHarrMan. Well 

Mr. Devereux. How about the housing? Do you have any housing 
there ? 

General Rentz. We have 450 Capehart approved for that. base, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, of course, we all understand—— 

Mr. Gavin. You are sure you are going to build them, or are you 
going to transfer that to some other facilities after you get the appro- 
priation ? 

General Rentz. No, sir, this is a critical case, Mr. Gavin. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to break in for one matter 
here, the same matter you brought up the other day. 

Now, here is $263,000 for a commissary store. A lot of these tech- 
nical matters I don’t pretend to know anything about the cost of it. 
It happens I do—I think anyone here that is a lawyer and has any- 
thing to do with business knows that that is a lot of money for a 
commissary store on this post. I know of a very fine store that has 
been built within my personal knowledge within the last year, a 
very large place, for less than half of this amount. 

I think—I felt very suspicious of many of these items, that they 
are absurdly high. But I know that is absurdly high. I would like 
to see that matter cut down to somewhere within reason. 

Mr. Rivers. It may be a commissary and an exchange. Find out 
about that. 
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Mr. Bray. Does it say sof It doesn’t say so. And I know some- 
thing about the necessity of a store at a post of this size. I want 
to record my objection to this item. 

Colonel Ewsanx. This commissary, of course, includes the rather 
large cold storage facility which is an expensive portion of a com- 
missary. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Kelleher, do you believe that that is a reasonable 
amount for a commissary to take care of the needs of that place? 

Mr. Keriruer. It all depends on the design of the facility. If 
you aceeptthis:design, you accept this cost,Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I am not talking—we don’t have to have gold-plating 
on the eaves. I am talking about as a practical matter. The costs 
of building a commissary to stake care of this. 

Mr. Ketiener. I can only say this, that the Office, Secretary of 
Defense, has established criteria for commissaries and this is consist- 
ent with that criteria. 

Mr. Miter. Would the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

Mr. Mituer. You take into consideration that this store, this com- 
missary, isn’t like the supermarket that gets its meat and gets its vege- 
tables fresh every day, but it has to have considerable cold storage 
space in connection with it, and it is more like a supermarket with 
the service center that serves that market every day. I think that 
is where this comes up. 

Mr. Bray. I am aware of that. But very recently I had occa- 
sion to go into the costs of a very fine store, ‘which had storage and 
all in it, and a fireproof building, fine building, and to take care of 
a very large trade. I know the matter was less than half of what 
this is. I think the taxpayers’ money ought to be spent some way 
commensurate with how the taxpayers themselves spend thei 
money 

The Cuarrman. Our distinguished friend must bear in mind that 
this is out in North Dakota, where there is not much timber and not 
much brick, and all building out there is very high. 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to say that the unit cost of this commissary— 

The Cuarrman. That is right, it is very high. 

General Rentz. Is $19 a square foot. 

The Crarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. Which is very comparable with other commissaries. 

The Cuarmman. Of course it is. That is the reason I have been 
trying to tell you to disperse some of these activities to get it down in 
Indiana and Ohio and Georgia where they have trees and bricks and 
stone, and it is cheaper to build. 

Mr. Bray. Incidentally, the store I am talking about was made out 
of stone, and it was trimmed in marble that came from Georgia. It 
was shipped clear in. [Laughter.] 

It costs less than half of what you have for this store. 

I want to record my objection against it. 

The Cuatrman. The base is of such character that it must be located 
in that area. 

Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Bray. Wait. There is an objection. 

All I want to show is that I object to spending this money. 
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The Cuamman. The gentleman has an amendment to offer? 

Mr. Bray. I am objecting to it until it comes out reasonable. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuamman. The gentlemen—— 

Mr. Bray. I want the record to show that. 

The CHarman. You don’t offer an amendment with reference 
to it? 

Mr. Bray. Just strike it out. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The gentleman moves to strike out the item of two hundred and— 
what is it? 

Mr. Ketiener. $263,000. 

Mr. Bray. $263,000. 

The Cuarrman. $263,000 for a commissary. 

All in favor, hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

The Cuairman. All opposed, hold up your hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, this vote is 16 nays and 1 yea. 

The CuatrmMan. The item stays in. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may I ask this? 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Here is one thing that does disturb me, and I am sure 
the Air Force has a good reason, but I certainly think the record ought 
to show it. 

Here, for instance, is a 150-seat chapel. I am in favor of a chapel. 
The first thing I went to work for was a chapel for the Air Force when 
I came to Congress years ago. 

Now, before they use this chapel, even, they are putting—this is 
to authorize an addition to the chapel. 

Now, it just seemed to me there should have been some planning 
there, the chapel should have been planned as to size, rather than 
build it and then before you use it you will increase the size. 

Why is that? I noticed in two or three other items there—for 
instance, your sewerage facilities. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Before you even use it, you go ahead and increase 
the size of it. 

General Renrz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Isn’t that costing us a lot of extra money to do that? 

General Renvz. I wouldn’t say a lot of extra money, no sir. When 
we programed these facilities, this base was going to be a fighter- 
interceptor base. Then when we went into the SAC dispersal pro- 
gram, we tried to locate the SAC squadrons in the most economical 
manner. Therefore, we located a SAC dispersal squadron on this 
base. With the arrival of that mission, the strength increases, and 
it requires the addition to these facilities. 

Mr. Brooks. But the SAC squadron hadn't arrived yet. Nothing 
has arrived on this base yet. 

Mr. Smarr. But it will. 

General Renrz. No, sir, but it will arrive prior—— 

Mr. Brooks. So before you really get the base built, you change 
its mission. 

(yeneral Rentz That is correct. 
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Mr. Brooxs. That is really what it amounts to, isn’t it! 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. There is no way to look ahead and see that you are 
going to have this mission for it ¢ 

General Renz. No, sir, not at the time the base was programed, 
because the SAC dispersal concept had not been accepted at that 
time, Mr. Brooks. 

The CuHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Gavin. It would be better, General, to get it at this time rather 
than to come back later, because you might have some difficulties in 
coming back later. You better get what you want right now than 
taking the risk later. I suppose ‘that is the theory. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you have to do with the runways when you 
decide to put a SAC unit on tack, on an ADC parent installation ! 

General Renrz. It all depends, Mr. Rivers, of course on what run- 
ways exist there. 

Mr. Rivers. What about this one. 

General Rentz. To take the B—52’s, we have to have a 300-foot-wide 
runway with 240,000 pound stress. 

Mr. Rivers. 240,000 pounds, as against what for a fighter ? 

Mr. Smart. One hundred. 

General Rentz. 100,000. 

Mr. Rivers. 100,000. 

Mr. Gavin. I wanted to find out about the theater. 

Mr. River. I wanted to find out about these runways. What ar 
these runways—10,000 ? 

General Rentz. It all depends on the altitudes. 

Colonel Ewrank. This will be about 12,500 feet long. 

Mr. Rivers. Twelve thousand ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And you will start off with 250,000 per axle or what- 
ever 

Colonel Ewsank. It is a 240,000-pound-weight pavement per wheel 
loading. 

Mr. River. Per wheel loading. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Single-wheel loading. 

Mr. Rivers. That is axle. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions on this item ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

The Carman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. They might explain about the theater there, $214,000 
what is the total cost of that ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The total cost of the theater there is $214,000, 
Mr. Gavin. No theater has been programed for this base as yet. 

Of course, this is an area where we started right from scratch, right 
in a North Dakota wheat field. 

The Cuatrman. How close is this to a community ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. This is 11 miles from the city of Minot, N. Dak. 

The CHarrman. How large is Minot? 

Colonel Ewranx. Minot, I believe, is about 6,000 population. 
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The Cuarman. And you are trying to take care of your personne! 
out there ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is corect. 

The Cuairman. I think you are clearly warranted, because cer- 
tainly a man needs some little recreation, and a theater, if he lias to 
stay out in the wind all day long. 

Mr. Gavin. Your original cost was estimated at $500,000 and then 
you had evidently a review and you thought you better bring it 
down—. 

The CHamman. That is right. 

Mr. Smart. 350 people. 

General Rentz. Mr. Gavin, we reduced that from a 500-seat the- 
ater to a 350-seat theater. That is the number of seats, sir. We did 
that internally in the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is Niagara Falls Municipal Airport. That is on 
page 
Colonel Ewnank. 155. 

The CHatrman. 155. 

General Rentz. The 14th of these locations is Niagara Falls Mu- 
nicipal Airport. Niagara Falls, N. Y. is located approximately 3 
miles west of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command 
fighter-interceptor mission and reserve units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $974,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of electrification for ground support equipment in sup- 
port of fighter-interceptor aircraft; ammunition storage; a commis- 
sary store; and an addition to the exchange facility. 

The Cuarrman. That is for storage commissary. You have a 
commissary there ? 

Colonel Ewrsank. None exists, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Exchange facilities, electrification, and ammunition depot. 

Mr. Kirpay. Storage. 

The Cuarrman. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question, following up 
what Mr. Bray said about the comparative costs of the commissary 
store and the exchange facilities ? 

As I figure it, the commissary runs about $21 a square foot. And 
yet in your commissary stores you are going to have storage and 
all that sort of thing, cold storage and everything. Why the dif- 
ferential in cost? 

. Mr. Rivers. One is Vermont marble and the other is Georgia mar- 

e. 

The Cuarrman. One is the warehouse type for a commissary and 
one is a retail. You must always have it more attractive in a retail 
than you do ina warehouse. That is the difference. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Half again the cost? 

The Carman. They have a difficult mission. Now a commissary 
is where they have things in bulk and packages, and in the exchanges 
it is a retail establishment. 
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Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, sir; but they have cold storage with the com- 
missary which costs money. 

The Carman. Exactly; cold storage. The answer I gave I think 
is a very sound answer. Any objection to this item? 

Mr. Huppieston. Mr. Chairman, the addition of exchange fa- 
cilities cost the astronomical figure of $393,000. That is in addition. 
So apparently facilities already exist there, but they propose to add 
to those facilities to the extent of $393,000. 

The CHatmrman. Anything there to take the place of exchange 
facilities ? 

Colonel Ewnank. At present the only thing they have is a very 
small snack bar. It is about 1,700 square feet. This snack bar that 
they have is not large enough tn take care of the sales stock that is 
required for a post exchange. 

Mr. Bray. What page is that on ? 

Mr. Gavin. 155. 

Colonel Ewpank. 155, Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Price. Actually this is a new facility. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is actually what it is. 

The Cuareman. I think they are warranted on this. You either 
have to do one thing 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I am not questioning the need for the exchange 
facilities, sir. I am just questioning the cost of it. 

It seems to me that that is pretty high, $32 a square foot. 

The Cuarrman. Any motion you want to make? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. No. I want an explanation. 

General Rentz. I would like to mention, sir, that that cost runs 
about $22 a square foot. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Twenty-two? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. $22.91. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That is 12,000 square feet—— 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. New authorization is 12,000 square feet at $393,000. 
As I get it, it is thirty-two and something a square foot. 

The Cuarmman. Let me develop this 

Mr. Price. $22.91. 

The Cuarmman. Why can’t they use the facilities, trade, and traffic 
in Niagara Falls? Because this is a municipal airport. Why can’t 
they go down to the center market in the community ? 

Mr. Price. Seven and a half miles away. 

The Cuarman. Is it? 

Mr. Price. Yes. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Seven and a half miles away. Well, that is a good 
answer. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask this, Mr. Chairman. This is a municipal 
airport and we are spending $2214 million. What sort of a lease 
arrangement do we have on that? 

Colonel Payne. Sir, we have a lease running until 1976 there for 
joint use of the airfield, and we also own the 455 acres which is a 
portion of the runways 

The CHarrMan. This item is approved. 

Now the next item is Otis Air Force Base. 
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General Renz. The 15th of these locations is Otis Air Force Base. 
Falmouth, Mass., is located approximately 7 miles south-southwest 
of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command 
fighter-interceptor mission and as an airborne early warnmg and 
control installation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amont of $10,811,000. 
An item for electrical — outlets in the field maintenance hangar 
(item 5) to support jet aircraft supports the fighter-interceptor mis- 
sion, Five items are included to support. both the fighter-interceptor 
and airborne early warning mission and consist generally of family 
housing; replacement of troop housing and messing facilities; addi- 
tions to the commissary store and the heating plant; and security 
fencing. (Items 1, 2, 3, 4, 7.) 

The Carman. Now from my book, in studying it, 1 am strik- 
ing $143,000 for the commissary there. 

Colonel Ewsank. This is on page 160 in the red book, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHarrmMan. Page what ? 

Mr. Ketiener. One hundred and sixty. 

Colonel Ewpank. We are requesting $10,311,000 in new authori- 
zation. The largest two items are for family housing and for dor- 
mitories for the airmen. 

The CuatrmMan. Make your figures on family housing, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. The new figure will be $2,174,000. 

The CuarrmMan. Less ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. The new amount to be inserted in the bill will be 
$2,174,000. There will be a reduction of $134,000, plus a reduction of 
$8,594. 000. So the $10,911,000 becomes $2,174,000. 

The Cuarrman. And that takes out. the housing / 

Mr. Ketiener. Takes out the housing and a commissary, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, that is agreed to. Give me the 
figures again so I can put it in my book. 

“Mr. KeLiener. $2,174,000. 

Mr. Gavin. Rather than 5 million—— 

The Cuarrman. Rather than $10,911,000. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Instead of $10,911,000. 

Mr. Bray. What did the chairman say regarding the commissary 
addition ? 

The CnatrmMan. That comes out. 

Mr. Kevitener. Mr. Gavin, two items came out. 

The CuatrMan. Two items. 

Mr. Keriener. The housing was $8,594,000, and the commissary 

ras $143,000. 

The CuarrMan. So instead of being 10 million, it will be $2,174,000. 

Mr. Keiener. Right. 

Mr. Bares. On the housing, that is going to come out of prior au- 
thorization ? 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. That is correct. 

Mr. Huppieston. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate you. 

The Cuamrman. We have gone through the bill, every item of it. 
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Mr. Gavin. What comment do you have on that cutback, General ? 

General Renz. I have no comment to make on the housing because 
we had discussed that, and we can do it with prior authorization. 

Mr. Gavin. Here is the Air Force Times of June 1. It goes on— 
the editorial says in this one paragraph: 

This conviction found its outlet in Strategic Air Command’s fine dependents’ 
assistance program, SAC’s restless seeking of barracks and family housing im- 
provements, for better service living, all LeMay inspired. 

I just wonder what comment the General may have to make when 
he finds you took $162 million out of the housing appropriations to 
use for operational facilities on other airbases. 

General Rentz. Mr. Gavin 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

General Rentz. We did not do that, as was discussed yesterday. 

The CHarmman. We went into that phase. We started off with Mr. 
Gavin’s questions the year before. We based our whole decision upon 
the information that he developed by his inquiries. That is the reason 
why we are doing what we are ¢ ion here today. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CuarmrmMan. The seed was sown by the brilliant gentleman from 
Pennsylvania last year, and we are reaping the harvst today. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right, now let’s go right ahead on Oxnard Air 
Force Base. 

Mr. Gavin. Now you put Georgia marble on all the commissaries. 

The Carman. I am hoping they will put Georgia marble on the 
new House Office Building. Allright. Vermont marble too. 

Now get down to Oxnard Air Force Base. 

General Renvrz. The 16th of these locations is Oxnard Air Force 
Base. Camarilla, Calif., is located approximately 2 miles east of the 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,082,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 

sist generally of an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop; elec- 

trification for ground support equipment in support of fighter-inter- 
ceptor aircraft ; storage facilities for ammunitions and base cold food ; 
a squadron headquarters building; troop housing, and messing facil- 
ities ; exchange facilities ; and an addition to the NCO open mess. 

Colonel Ewnank. That is on page 169, Mr. Chairman. We are 
requesting $2,082,000 of new authorization for this installation. The 
primary items are for engine inspection and repair shop, and a classi- 
fied ammunition storage area, plus a dormitory for airmen and a 
dining hall. 

The Cuatrman. Now, you know Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee had the 
acquisition of land there for Capehart houses. After consultation 
with the subcommittee, I think they are not warranted. And they 
are of the same opinion, although they haven’t reached any decision. 

72 acres of ground at $5,000 an acre. I just want to put that in the 
rberd at this point. 

If you are going to build these Capehart houses up there, you bet- 
ter get some land cheaper than $5,000 an acre to build houses, where 
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you can build only 4 to 5 to the acre. But $5,000 an acre is a pretty 
high price for this land, 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, we realize that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t think the committee would be warranted 
to pay $5,000 an acre. Just like down in Georgia this morning, they 
sent up an item here for Glynco, down near Brunswick, where the 
assessed value of land is around $6 an acre, but they wanted to sell 199 
acres for $98,000, which is around $400 an acre. There must be oil 
or shrimp or something under there. [Laughter.] 

The Crarmman. So we have to watch all these things. Because 
every little bit helps. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Crrairman. Now we reduced this item how much on account— 
no, there are no houses here. 

Mr. Ketirner. Not here. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now the next one is Peterson Field, land acquisition $136,000. Now 
let’s see 

Colonel Ewsank. That is on page 181, Mr. Chairman, in the book. 

General Rentz. The 17th of these locations is Peterson Field. Colo- 
rado Springs, Colo., is located approximately 6 miles west of this 
base. 

The planned use of this base is to provide flying support for the 
headquarters of the Continental Air Defense Command. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $156,000. 
Both items provide for the acquisition of necessary real estate to 
provide clearance easements and preclude the erection of flight haz- 
ards in the runway approach zones. 

Colonel Ewranx. There are two land items in this request. One 
isa land fee purchase for $10,000, and the other is a clearance easement 
for $126,000. Both of these items are for the protection of the end of 
the instrument runway at Peterson Field which is used by headquarters 
Air Defense Command. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, Peterson is agreed to. 

Now I have something to ask you about Portland International 
Airport, at Portland, Oreg. 

The 18th of these locations is Portland International Airport. Port- 
land, Oreg., is located approximately 5 miles south southwest of this 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission and reserve units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $4,328,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of operational apron; power check pad; arresting bar- 
riers; ready aircraft shelters; an alert hangar; a crew readiness build- 
ing; flight simulator training building; electrification for ground sup- 
port equipment in support of fighter-interceptor aircraft; a jet test 
cell; and organizational maintenance hangar; avfuel storage; rocket 
assembly and storage facilities; and sewage lines to connect the base 
sanitary sewage system to the city of Portland system. 

The Cuatrman. Didn’t we last year authorize some $13 million on 
that? 
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General Rentz. Last year, the new base in the Portland area was 
authorized by this committee, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. And you decided not to build it, didn’t you ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. If you exercise the right to change your views like 
that, why shouldn’t we equally do the same thing and change our 
views? 

Now you want us to always go down the line with you, in harmony 
with you. You came up here last year and made a strong case on a 
new base out there which would cost $13 million, and we went along 
with you. We granted you an authorization of $13 million. Now 
you tell us you are not going to do it. Now where does that put us? 
I am not asking where it puts you. I am just asking where it puts us. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, I think this committee would agree 
to the steps that we have taken here where we show a definite savings 
instead of going on and contracting and building a new base which 
would eventually cost approximately $30 million. 

The Cuarrman. I compliment you on that. .But-why couldn’t you 
have found that out last year ? 

General Renrz. At that time we could not get together with the 
civil authorities in Portland and the CAA to reach an agreement. We 
think we can now. 

The Cuaimman. Well, you haven't done it, have you? You haven’t 
reached an agreement yet ? 

General Renrz. It is not finalized. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Then why should we spend anything until you firm it up ? 

General Renrz. We will not spend one penny of this money, Mr. 
Chairman, until we firm up the agreement. 

The Cuamman. Well, you have already got $13 million. Didn’t 
we grant you $13 million last year / 

Mr. Keitener. $13,500,000. 

General Renrz. That was for the new base, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketiener. $13,500,000 for a new base which was going to per- 
form the :function which this base is new+planned to perform, and 
which it has performed in the past. 

The CuHarrman, So we are abandoning the new base. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We are abandoning the new base and getting back 
to the Portland International. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. The new base was to be in that vicinity / 

General Rentz. That is correct; yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Where was the new base to bef’ What name did 
you give the new base last year ? 

General Rentz. Greater Portland area. 

The Cuamman, All right. 

So we gave you $13 maillion to establish that, and after you got the 
money, then you begin to negotiate with the Portland International 
Airport, and you think you can eliminate the new base by using this 
facility ¢ 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuaimman. If you accomplish that, I think you deserve com- 
mendation. 
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General Renz. It means a savings of approximately $9 million. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I ask him just one question about 
this estimate at Peterson Field ? 

I notice you have two land acquisition items, one for 50 acres at 
apparently a cost of $200 an acre, and the other one is for easements 
aan: That is a fee purchase. This is at a cost of $100 an acre. It is 
a total of $126,000. 

Is that the usual relationship for that land out there—50 percent of 
the fee value to be expended for the restriction that they can’t build 
high buildings on it? 

Colonel Payne. Mr. Hardy, that land has been subdivided into resi- 
dential area in the last 6 to 8 months, whereas, previously it was for 
grazing and agricultural purposes. 

The Cuamman. Now 

Mr. Harpy. If this has been subdivided—this land is already sub- 
divided and you expect an easement so that they can’t construct on it 
for $100 an acre? 

Colonel Payne. No, sir; what we are doing by acquiring the ease- 
ment, sir, is prev enting the erection of any obstructions or houses up 
into the glide angle. Our current estimates on it, after this land has 
begun to be subdivided, will run approximately the amount that we 
have in this program. 

Mr. Harpy. ‘lhe land that you are buying, the 50 acres that you are 
buying, is the same kind of land as that on which you are taking ease- 
ment ¢ 

Colonel Payne. No, sir; the 50 acres that we are buying is still 
classified as land used for grazing. 

Mr. Harpy. The only reason I am raising this question is this: The 
land is being subdivided. I am wondering whether or not you have a 
realistic figure, and if it isn’t going to cost. you a lot more than $126,000 

to get your easement. If your land is not being subdivided and has a 
value comparable to that which you are acquiring in fee, then it seems 
to me you are paying too much for it. I don’t know. 

Mr. Chairman, I just hope we don’t come in here with an acquisi- 
tion that is going to run a whole lot more than what you put down. 

The CuarrmMan. I am expecting you to develop the facts and put the 
brakes on it if it does. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, the reason I raised the point: Your fee 
acquisition is not large enough to come back to the committee. Your 
acquisition of easements is. 

The Cuarrman. Well 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask the general how much we have invested in 
this field at the present time, at Peterson Field? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Mr. Gavin, the inventory at present is approxi- 
mately $1 million—$994,000, to be exact. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, it would appear that the community is starting 
to build up now and pressing into that field. How long do you think 
it is going to take before we are going to be asked to get out of there ? 

General Rentz. I don’t think we are going to be asked to get out 
of there, sir, because the city owns quite a bit of that roperty and 
has offered to donate it to the Air Force. That is on the other side 
of the runway, on the hangar line. 
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Mr. Gavin. Yes; but you are buying property now. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Because of the fact you don’t want any residences built 
in, which would be hazardous for flying there and for the people, 
themselves. It looks as though they are crowding in on you now. 
I don’t know the circumstances, but it would appear they are crowding 
in on you. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. We want to take steps at this time, Mr. 
Gavin, to safeguard the approaches to the runways. 

Mr. Gavin. You think the land you acquire now is going to be ade- 
quate to safeguard you for the future, in these new types of planes 
and missiles ¢ 

General Rentz. We do, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. You do? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, take your next item 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

General, how much can we rescind of last year’s authorization, $13 
million? There must be a lot of items in there you won’t need now. 

General Rentz. You mean on Greater Portland ? 

The Cuatrman. They haven’t spent it. 

General Rentz. We are not going to use any of that authorization 
we had last year, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. That is fine. 

General Rentz. That will come under the automatic recission the 
chairman mentioned. 

Mr. Bates. That is what I am talking about. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bates. We are making a note of that. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, we have it right here in the book. 

All right, take your next one, up in Maine, Presque Isle Air Force 
Base. 

Mr. Bates. Which one are we on, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Presque Isle. 

Colonel Eweank. Presque Isle Air Force Base. 

That is on page 199, Mr. Chairman. The 19th of these locations 
is Presque Isle Air Force Base. P resque Isle, Maine, is located ap 
proximately 1 mile southeast of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command opera- 
tional unit. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $244,000. 
Both items provide support for this Strategic Air Command mission 
and consist generally of an addition to the exchange facilities and the 
replacement ¢ of the recreational gymnasium. 

The Coarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is Richard I. Bong Air Force Base, Wis., $7,804, 
000. 

Colonel Ewsank. This is page 202, sir. The 20th of these loca 
tions is Richard I. Bong Air Force Base. Kansasville. Wis., is lo 
cated mpyemmmetely 3 mile northeast of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions and as a Strategic Air Command dispersal base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
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respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $7,804,000. 

Two items are included to support the Strategic Air Command dis- 
persal mission assigned to this base. 

Included in this group are the widening and lengthening of the 
primary runway and construction of a fuel storage (items 1 and 2). 
The remaining item in the program provides support for both the 
SAC and ADC missions and includes the construction of utility 
systems. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask a question on that one. 

The CuarrMan. All right, let’s find it in the book. 

Mr. Rivers. Page 202. 

The CHarrman. Two hundred and two. 

Allright, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I notice you are going to have 50 106—A’s, 45 B-47’s, and 
20 KV-97’s. You are not going to have any 135’s at this base? 

General Rentz. Not at the present time, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, you have changed the mission of this base ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. We are putting in a B-57 outfit 
there. 

Mr. Rivers. I have had many inquiries from the distinguished gen- 
tleman, Mr. Lawrence Smith, on this base. You are going to have 
to buy no more land with this changed mission ? 

General Rentz. No, sir;I think we have sufficient land already ac- 
quired for this mission. 

Mr. Rivers. You have all the land you need ? 

General Rentz. As far as I know. 

Colonel Payne. Yes,sir. Weare acquiring 5,420 acres now. 

Mr. Rivers. 5,420 acres? 

Colonel Payne. And that is sufficient to accommodate this missien. 

Mr. Rivers. How much have you committed or obligated ? 

Colonel Edmonds, perhaps you know that. 

Colonel Epmonps. We have only obligated the funds for the acquisi- 
tion of the land, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Colonel Epmonps. The main items authorized last year will be un- 
der contract in about August. 

Mr. Rivers. You got all your plans and your engineering behind 
you? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You will start letting your contracts in August? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How much will that entail? 

Colonel Epmonps. That will be about $17 million, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. $17 million? 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Payne. On 5,420 acres. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. You haven’t mentioned your B-52’s, are you making your 
runways of such strength and size that your B-52’s could be used 
there ? 

General RENtz. In emergency, but not for sustained operation, Mr. 
Bray. It is only 200 feet wide, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is Selfridge Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ewsanx. On page 206, Mr. Chairman. The 21st of these 
locations is Selfridge Air Force Base. Mount Clemens, Mich., is 
located approximately 3 miles southwest of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor misssions, reserve units and headquarters for the 10th Air 
Force (CNC). 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,898,000. 

All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor missions and 
consist generally of electrification for ground support equipment in 
support of fighter-interceptor aircraft, ammunition storage, replace- 
ment of substandard base cold food storage facility, modification of 
an airmen’s dormitory, and community support facilities. 

The Cuarmman,. Cold storage, dormitories, chapels, storage com- 
missary. 

Have you a commissary there now ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir; we do. We are presently using some 
old warehouse space that is badly needed for warehouse purposes. 

Now, the reason that we feel that we need a commissary badly at 
Selfridge is to allow us to use the warehouse space for warehousing— 
what is was originally intended to be used for. 

Presently we are storing equipment outside, and it should be stored 
inside, in a warehouse, that we are now using for commissary space. 

The Cuarman. Of course, the Air Force over the whole country 
has a great deal of stuff out in the open. You don’t have warehouse 
facilities to store it. 

Mr. Harpy. May I ask him a question about the warehouse? 

How much is it going to cost you to reconvert the commissary store 
back to a warehouse ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. I don’t know the exact cost on that, Mr. Hardy, 
but the cost would be relatively small. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, I wonder about that. Do you know how 
much it cost you to convert the warehouse to a commissary story ? 

Jolonel Ewsanx. No, sir; that was a long time ago. 

Mr. Harpy. You know, we see those things. I have seen some 
illustrations of what happened to that kind of business. I have seen 
warehouses converted to barracks at a cost more than it would have 
taken to build a new one. You did it because you had money in 
operations and maintenance funds which you could use, where you 
wouldn’t get to do it in specific authority. If it is going to cost you 
more money 

The Cuarrman. Is there a motion in reference to this item? 

Mr. Bray. I move this matter be eliminated. 

Mr. Huppieston. Second. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Bray moves to strike out $257,000 for storage 
commissary. 

All in favor, hold up you hand. 

Mr. Gavin. Before we vote on it—now, this is a very important 
base. I have been on this base. Before you eliminate the item com- 
pletely, I think the general ought to be given an opportunity to come 
up with further explanations. 

Let’s pass over it and let’s hear what he has to say later on. 
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The Cuairman. I think the general—go ahead, how, General, and 
tell us, should it be eliminated or should it not be eliminated in the 
interest of economy and efficiency in your organization ¢ 

General Renz. We need the commissary at Selfridge. We have 
approximately 800 families living on base. That is a number of 
families that should and do require a commissary. To have all those 
people going off base to frequent stores around in that vicinity, 4 and 
5 miles aw ay, I think is an injustice to military personnel. 

The Cuarrman. All in favor of striking out wy ,O0— 

Mr. Harpy. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. I don’t want any idea 
left here that my thought was they ought to have no commissary 
store. But I do think this, General, I think this committee has 
not had much information on this kind of business, as we need to 
have. We don’t have any idea what it cost originally to convert 
that warehouse to a commissary store. 

Now, my guess is it was a pretty expensive operation. Neither 
have you been able to tell us anything about what it is going to cost 
to reconvert. Now, if it is going to cost as much as it “would be to 
build a new warehouse, why don’t you put in a request to build 
new warehouse / 

General Rentz. Mr. Hardy, it would not. You mentioned about 
doing it out of maintenance and operations money. That is one of 
our most critical funding areas at the present time. If we had to 
spend a large sum of money out of maintenance and operation to re- 
habilitate this, it would not be in the program. 

The present commissary is utilizing 4,555 square feet in an old 
warehouse built by the Army many years ago. In 1932 the Construct- 
ing Quartermaster of the Department of the Army converted this space 
as a temporary measure for commissary use. The total cost of conver- 
sion was approximately $5,000 which consisted of cutting a new en- 
trance and installing temporary partitions. No permanent fixtures 
are installed. Cold storage is provided by temporary walk-in boxes. 
Estimated cost of reconversion to warehouse use is $2,000. The use of 
this temporary facility for 25 years appears to have amortized this 
nominal cost. 

Mr. Harpy. General, your idea of what is a large sum of money and 
mine might not be necessarily in agreement. And there have been lots 
of times when it didn’t agree in some experiences that I have had pre- 
viously. I am not speaking about the Air Force, particularly, but it 
happens in all of the services, because you don’t have specific au- 
thority—you can use maintenance and operations funds, provided 
you can squeeze them from somewhere and, goodness knowns, they 
have done it in a lot of cases. 

Now, I think we ought to know what has been involved in the cost 
of converting that warehouse to a commissary store and what it is 
going to cost in reconverting it to a warehouse, before we provide for 
a new warehouse for a new commissary store. That is all I have. 

The Cuairman. All in favor of Mr. Bray’s motion, hold up your 
hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smarr. Four, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. All opposed to Mr. Bray’s motion, hold up your 
hands. 
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Mr. Smart. Twelve, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I didn’t vote on that, and I didn’t vote 
for this reason: I am not willing to vote to cut out a commissary store 
until I know what the situation is, but I am going to reserve the right 
to move to strike it out on the floor unless we have information that 
justifies it, which you haven’t given us this morning. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, we all recognize the fact that any mem- 
ber has the privilege to offer any amendments to the bill he desires to 
offer any time, now y and on the floor, and the majority of the committee 
and the majority of the House controls the matter. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, we are all aware you can strike an item 
from the bill. We all know the impracticability of doing that. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. This committee has a very important job on that matter. 
I do want the very best evidence that we can have. The American 
people are willing to put just so much money in defense. I felt per- 
haw on rockets and some things of that kind—they are a little more 
important than putting a new building where you already have one 
that is serving well. 

The CHarrMan. Well, you are on sound ground, but at the same 
time you must do something besides merely rockets and hardware. 
You must have accommodation for the people who are going to op- 
erate the rockets and the hardware and give them an atmosphere 
where they can function without too much trouble, because it af- 
fects, the morale and that in turn would make useless providing the 
missiles because you would have nobody to operate them. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, here is $257,000 

The Cuarrman. The committee 

Mr. Bray. I know. I am just answering what you said. 

The Cuatrman. A majority of the committee voted to keep the 
item in the bill. 

Mr. Bray. I would like 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I think in justification to what Mr. 
Bray has said there, your comments perhaps are not as good as they 
might be for this reason : They do have a commissary store. 

The Cuarrman. Well, he is going to convert his commissary store 
into a warehouse. 

Mr. Harpy. The justification they gave was that they need the 
space for a warehouse. 

The Cuarrman. The committee has acted on the matter. 

Mr. Gavin. I think Mr. Hardy’s suggestion is a good one. I think 
the general should come in here and tell us what the cost of a new 
one is, what investment we have in the warehouse now, how it'is go- 
ing to be reconverted, and give us some details about it, so the com- 
mittee can digest it. 

The CHarMan. Bring it up in the morning—Monday morning. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; we can furnish that information. Be 
glad to. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. For the time being, then, notwith- 
standing the fact that the committee has already approved the item, 
we will withhold final judgment on the commissary item. 

Everybody will get back in a good frame of mind. 

The next is the Sioux City Municipal Airport. 

Colonel Ewpank. Page 215, Mr. Ccaimaae The 22d of these lo- 
cations is Sioux City Municipal Airport. Sioux City, Iowa, is lo- 
cated approximately 4 miles north-northwest of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $248,000. 

Both items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of an aircraft wash rack and an addition to the 
rocket assembly and storage facility. 

The CuarrMan. Well, I don’t think there will be any objection 
to approving those items. We see what they are. 

General Rentz. The commissary has been deleted, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Why did you do that? 

General Renz. It was one of our lesser priority commissaries, Mr. 
Rivers. 

The CuatrMan. This wash rack is for aircraft only ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. It is for aircraft only, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection. 

Colonel Ewsnank. They are washing them out on the open ramp. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I raised a question there, and I would 
like to know, do they have a commissary store? 

The CuarrMan. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. They don’t have any commissary store. 

General Renvrz. Not in this program; no, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I mean at the Sioux City Municipal Airport, where do 
the people get the stuff? 

Mr. Hess. They go to town. 

Colonel Ewsann. They do have a makeshift commissary store there 
now; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. Now I am finding out. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is Stewart Air Force Base, $2,149,000. That is on page 
what ? . 

Colonel Ewrnank. 219, sir. The 23d of these locations is Stewart 
Air Force Base. Newburgh, N. Y., is located approximately 4 miles 
east of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions, headquarters for the Eastern Air Defense Force, 
and as another ADC mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,149,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor missions and 
consist generally of an addition to the rocket assembly and storage 
facility ; ammunition storage; electrification for ground support equip- 
ment in support of fighter-interceptor aircraft; an addition to the 
chapel education wing; and the removal of hazards in the runaway 
approach zones, 
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Mr, Rivers, That is in Mrs, St. George’s country. 

Colonel Ewsanx. The principal items here, Mr. Chairman, are for 
classified ammunition storage. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. We see what that is for. Without 
objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

Do you have any flying up there at Stewart ? 

Colonel Ewranx. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. I haven’t been up there for years, but I think I asked 
once before about it. You had some obstacles, serious obstacles to 
flying up there. Have they been eliminated? 

Mr. Gavrx. There is an item there of $186,000 for removal of haz- 
ards, 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is correct, $186,000, here, is for the removal 
of a hazard. 

Mr. Brooxs. What kind of a hazard is that you are moving? 

Colonel Ewsanx. This involves the topping of some trees. It in- 
volves the excavation of a hill that protrudes up into our glide angle. 

Mr. Brooks. That is what I was asking. The hill was a serious 
menace, as I remember. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Will this eliminate the hill entirely ? 

Colonel Ewnank. It will eliminate it below our glide angle so it is 
safe for flying. 

Mr. Rivers. Is this for West Point, too 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

The Curran. The next is Suffolk County Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ewsanx. The 24th of these loc: ations is Suffolk County Air 
Force Base. Westhampton Beach, N. Y., is located approximately 
2 miles south of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command 
fighter-interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,144,000. 

All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of electrical power outlets in the field maintenance 
hangar for support of jet aircraft; ammunitions storage; community 
facilities; utilities and land acquisition to develop a new area in which 
the new community facilities will be located. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, Stewart Air Force Base is 
approved. 

Mr. Bray. I would like to ask one question. 

Is that a new commissary you have there for $178,000 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. There is no facility existing at Suffolk 
County. 

Mr. Bray. How long has that been there? 

Colonel Ewpanx. We have been actually in there since 1951 or 
1952. 

Mr. Bray. How have the people been eating the last 6 years? 

Colonel Ewnank. They have been purchasing their food off the 
local economy, driving into the local area. 

Mr. Bray. How far away is that? 
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Colonel Ewsank. They have had to go into a very little town there, 
approximately 4 miles from the base. That is the closest. store. It 
is not a supermarket. 

Mr. Bray. Have you had many cases of malnutrition? [Laugh- 
ter. | 

General Renrz. Mr. Bray, I would also like to say that we are put- 
ting in 350 Capeharts here, and that will concentrate the trade there, 
to the commissary. 

Mr. Bray. I see. Then they will eat more there. 

That is all. I withdraw the question. 

The CHarMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is Truax Field, Madison, Wis. 

Colonel EKwpank. Page 233, Mr. Chairman. The 25th of these 
locations is Truax Field. Madison, Wis., is located approximately 1 
mile south of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions and as another ADC mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,128,000. 

All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor missions and 
consist generally of electrical power outlets in the field maintenance 
hangar for support of jet aircraft; the replacement of the exchange 
facility and the officers open mess; and the removal of buildings to 
provide space for base expansion. 

Colonel Ewnank. We are requesting $1,128,000 of new authoriza- 
tion at this installation. 

The principal items are for an exchange store, an officers’ open mess 
and some land items. 

The Cuamman. Any questions from any members of the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Your replacement of those facilities you say is for what 
reason, Colonel ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. The replacements for the exchange and the open 
mess, sir. Presently they are using old theater of operation and mo- 
bilization facilities. They are very small. They are in extremely 
poor condition, And the maintenance cost to keep them in operation 
is also very high. We felt that this was the year that we should re- 
place these buildings d 

Mr. Huppiesron. Those are World War II-type buildings ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The CHairmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask a question ? 

Mr. Harpy. One more question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I notice you have written in three new items. You 
have removal of a hazard. What do you have to do, move a mountain ? 

General Renz. Colonel Payne? 

Colonel Payne. Those are trees, a house, and a hill, sir, that is 
bet ween the control tower and the end of the runway. 
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Mr. Harpy. It is going to cost $1,128,000 to remove a house, trees, 
and a hill? 

Colonel Payne. No, sir. 

General Rentz. That is the total cost. 

Colonel Ewranxk. $16,000, sir. 

Colonel Payne. $16,000, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the total figure? 

Colonel Payne. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. For the base, Mr. Hardy. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. General, tell us about the $285,000 for the removal of 
52 buildings on rec apturable land; what is that all about? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. This is for the acquisition at this time 
of several low-rental-type houses that are immediately adjacent to 
the base. 

Now, the acquisition of this housing at this time will permit us to 
phase out approximately 150 families that are now living in these 
Jow-rental houses. We can phase them out in a very orderly fashion 
without having to pay any of the relocation cost. 

Truax Field, as you know, is a very crowded installation. We need 
additional land for the expansion of the base. This is the logical place 
to place the items that we intend to put in here. These houses that 
we do intend to take over are in very poor condition. They are low- 
rental type. 

Mr. Bates. Who is living in them now ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Civilians, in the city of Madison. 

Mr. Barrs. Is that the only land we have around there? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir, that is the only land area that we can get 
that is adjacent to the base. 

Mr. Bares. You already have authorization for the purchase of the 
land ? 

Colonel Payne. Sir, this land will be put under lease to us by the 
city along with some of the other land, in that we have recapture 
rights. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask him a question ? 

Have you finished, Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bares. Go ahead. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the 106—A; who makes that plane? 

Colonel Ewsank. The 106. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the 106? 

Colonel Ewsanx. The 106 is a Convair. It was originally the 
102-B. 

Mr. Rivers. 102. It is not a delta-wing job ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir, it is a delta-wing job. 

Mr. Rivers. It is the delta wing. 

Colonel Ewpank. The 106 is actually the super-advanced version of 
the 102, the F—102. 

Mr. Rivers. F-102. It is an all-weather job? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item—— 
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Mr, Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to pursue the point Mr. Bates 
raised just a little bit ago. 

Do I understand you have recapture rights on that land now ? 

Colonel Paynz. Yes, sir, we do. 

Mr. Harpy. In other words, it was land that did belong to the Gov- 
ernment and was transferred to the city ? 

Colonel Payne. Yes, sir. These buildings that are on the land 
were also turned over to the city and it was used for veterans housing 
at on time. The city improved the buildings on the interior to make 
them apartments. What we are doing, actually, is paying the city for 
the improvements that they have made on these facilities. 

Mr. Harpy. How long since the city approved them ? 

Colonel Payne. It was right after World War II, sir. I don’t 
know the exact date. 

Mr. Harpy. So if you amortized the improvements that have been 
made, why, they would be pretty well reduced by now ? 

Colonel Pay NE. This appraisal that we have, sir, on the cost of the 
buildings is a reproduction cost, which includes reproducing a proj- 
ect 

Mr. Harpy. Now, we are getting down to something. 

All right, you are going to pay reproduction costs on these build- 
ings in order to get rid of them ¢ 

Colonel Payne. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What are they, Lanham houses, Lanham Act houses? 

Colonel Payne. Originally, most of them were; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And you are going to pay $5,000 apiece ? 

Colonel Payne. Slightly under that, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, we have a lot of that kind of buildings 
down in the Norfolk area that we are collecting for them, to get rid 
of them. 

Mr. Kitpay. Collecting? 

Mr. Harpy. We contracted to move them. We are selling the 
buildings, and here we are going to pay $5,000 for them. 

The Cuaman. That is the difference between Wisconsin and Vir- 
ginia. | Laughter. ] 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City. 

Colonel Ewsank. This is on page 238, Mr. Chairman. The 26th 
of these locations is Tyndall Air Force Base. Springfield, Fla., is 
located approximately 4 miles west-northwest of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for training Air Defense Command 
and Air Training Command operational units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $3,186,000. 

All items provide support for the training of Air Defense Com- 

mand operational units and consist generally of a field maintenance 
hangar; electrification for ground support equipment in support of 
fighter-interceptor aircraft; aircraft engine inspection and repair, 
base ammunitions, and ar mament and electronics shops; ammunitions 
storage facilities; an officers quarters; a base chapel; and an addition 
to the service club. 

All of the items that we have in this base, on page 238, are in sup- 
port of a new mission that we are putting into Tyndall during this 
time period. 
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Tyndall will become a weapons employment center for the Air De- 
fense Command. A “weapons employment center” is an installation 
where all of the crews in the Air Defense Command are given their 
gunnery training. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Colonel Ewsank. During the year. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

That is a very important base there. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, $2,909,000. 

That is on page what? 

Colonel Ewsank. 250, Mr. Chairman. The 27th of these locations 
is Wurtsmith Air Force Base. Oscoda, Mich., is located approxi- 
mately 3 miles southeast of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,909,000. 

All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor missions and 
consist generally of the replacement of a portion of the primary in- 
strument runway and operational parking apron; an aircraft-engine 
inspection and repair shop; ammunitions storage; troop messing fa- 
cilities; exchange facilities: and an addition to the base he: ating plant. 
We are requesting $2,909,000 of new authorization 

Mr. Gavin. Where is that located, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. It is located up at Oscoda, Mich. 

Mr. Gavin. What ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Oscoda, Mich. 

Mr. Gavin. Oscoda? Is it Oscoda or Losco ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Ilosco, I believe, is the county. The city is right 
below Wurtsmith. 

The Cuarrman. Two fighter-interceptor squadrons. 

Go ahead. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is correct. 

The principal item here, Mr. Chairman, is for rehabilitation of our 
runway. The existing runway there is breaking up. 

The Crarrman. All right. 

Any questions / 

(No response. ) 

The Crairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Bray. I want to ask him one. 

Did you have a post exchange up there before ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Is this a replacement? 

Colonel Ewrank. We are presently using an old TO building that 
was an interim mess hall, bwilt during the war. This building is in 
such poor condition that we want very badly to destroy it, and it will 
be torn down just as soon as we can get another place to put this post 
exchange. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, it is approved. 

The next one, now, is Youngstown Municipal Airport, $217,000. 

Colonel Ewnank. On page 261, Mr. Chairman. The 28th of these 
locations is Youngstown Municipal Airport. Vienna, Ohio, is located 
approximately 2 miles south-southeast of this base. 
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The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command 
fighter-interceptor mission and Reserve units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $217,000. 

Both items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of an addition to a chapel education wing to the 
base chapel and the construction of a road to provide access to this 
facility. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Why did you take this commissary out 

General Renrz. It was of lesser priority than the ones remaining 
in, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. You have a commissary there? 

General Rentz. Sir? 

Mr. Harpy. You have a commissary there? 

Colonel Ewrank. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Have you or not? 

Colonel Ewnank. At present there is no commissary on the base, 
none at all. We are 2 miles 

Mr. Harpy. Where do they buy their groceries? 

Colonel Ewsank. They are pr esently 2 2 miles from the little town 
of Vienna, Ohio, and that is where they are purchasing their 
supplies. 

Mr. Harpy. There is no commissary store available to the people on 
that base at all? 

Colonel Ewrank. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. But this has a less priority than the one we had a while 
ago, where they do have a commissary store. 

Mr. Muier. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. 

Mr. Minier. You say how far away is the commissary place where 
they buy food? 

Mr. Gavin. Two miles. 

Colonel Ewsanxk. Two miles to the little town—— 

Mr. Gavin. Why—in the statement which has been crossed out you 
say it is 9 miles. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

Mr. Gavin. Which is it, 2 or 9¢ 

Colonel Ewsann. It is 9 miles to a large shopping center, but 2 
miles from the little city of Vienna. If you said to the nearest store 
of any sort 

Mr. Gavin. That is to take care of 1,375 people. 

The CHatrman. Does the gentleman from Virginia think they 
should have one? 

Mr. Rivers. The gentleman from South Carolina thinks they ought 
to have one. 

Mr. Harpy. I am trying to get a little information about these 
things. I think all of us are entitled to a little better understanding 
than we get. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Here is a situation where, according to your state- 
ment, your nearest adequate shopping center—and ‘fr ankly, I don’t 
now what the definition of the werd “adequate” is—but according to 
the statement, the nearest adequate shopping center is 9 miles, and 
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there is no commissary store, but your priority is such that you were 
able to eliminate this, where on the bases we had a while ago, you had 
a commissary store which is in use and it may not be adequate, but 
certainly there is one there now. So your priority here is less than 
the other one. 

I am not going to attempt to pass on your priorities, but I declare, 
some of these things—I think we would do better if we understood 
more about them. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr: Chairman, I move we restore the 141, because it is 
completely ridiculous 

Mr. Brooks. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman—TI notice here this is 
10 miles from the nearest local 

Mr. Rivers. I move we restore the $141,000. 

Mr. Gavin. Second the motion. 

Mr. Brooxs. It seems to me they ought to have better sense. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuHarrman. Now, let’s don’t get excited. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Gavin. To be consistent, these other bases have commissaries, 
and I don’t see any reason why this one should be denied. 

Mr. Rivers. We are spending $18 million, and I move, Mr. 
Chairman- 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. 

We heard your motion. 

Mr. Rivers. Vote on it. 

The Cuatrman. What does the general have to say? 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, I would like to bring the commit- 
tee’s attention to the statement I made earlier, that the red lines in 
the book are deletions by reviewing agencies other than the Air Force. 
We had nothing to do in the Air Force with the deletion of this 
commissary. 

Mr. Gavin. Who are the reviewers? 

The Cuatrman. The Budget. 

Mr. Price. The Bureau of the Budget. 

General Renz. The Bureau of the ‘Budget. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I have a motion. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Rivers moved to put 

Mr. Bray. May I say something on it? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. I certainly wouldn’t want to discourage any economy on 
the part of the Department of Defense. I would love for some little 
show of economy. 

Mr. Rivers. They are going to spend $18 million there—$18,700,000, 
and don’t want to give these people—they have a squadron of fighters— 
why, it is ridiculous. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Mr. Rivers moves to put in 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. General, does this have a higher prior- 
ity on your list than some of the ones we have already approved ? 

“General Rentz. I would say 

Mr. Rivers. The same thing. 

General Renvz. I wouldn’t say it had a higher priority than some 
of them that have already been approved, no, sir. 




















2093 


Mr. Bares. It seems to me we already approved one where you had 
a commissary and you had commercial "Freilities only 4 or 5 miles 
away. 

Here you have no commissary and you have got to go 9 miles. 

Mr. Mitter. Would the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Bares. I would like to get an answer. 

Mr. Miter. I would like you to ask the question if it has a lesser 

riority than some of those. He says it hasn’t a higher priority. 
Pures it from the other side. 

Mr. Bares. You want to answer the gentleman’s side of the 
question ¢ 

Mr. Mitier. Does it have a lesser priority ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. paney 

General Renvz. I don’t think we can say, Mr. Chairman, that any 
one commissary has a lesser priority than ‘another one we had in the 
program. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course. 

General Rentz. We screened these commissaries down from a 
much higher figure than what is submitted in the book, and what was 
submitted to the Secret: ary of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget. 

Now the reason the Bureau of the Budget deleted this particular 
commissary, 1 don’t know. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s vote on it. 

Mr. Gavin. Why should they make an exception of this one when 
they don’t make an exception of any other base 4 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s vote on it. 

General Rentz. They have deleted quite a few, sir. 

The Cuamman. The other items in the bill—commissaries have 
been stricken out by the budget and when it comes to some more in 
here, I am offering a motion to strike them out myself. I don’t think 
the committee would be warranted in acting favorably on the motion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. Harpy. Now—— 

Mr. Rivers. Let somebody else move it. ‘Then maybe they would 
be warranted. 

The CHarrman. No, they wouldn’t be warranted. It wouldn’t be 
warranted from any member of the committee in my opinion. Let’s 
vote it—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, before you vote on it, let me make a 
statement. I was under the impression that this committee had a 
special subcommittee that went thoroughly into the matter of com- 
missaries and post exchanges. 

I think any of these items that meet the criteria that that special 
subcommittee has set up, we should stand behind and approve. 

The CuatrmMan. We are trying to work out—that is with refer- 
ence to sales of articles and not the location of a commissary per se. 

Mr. Price. They went into locations where commissaries should 
exist, too. 

The Cramman. There is a policy in the department with reference 
to commissaries and PX’s, 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, just in answer to Mr. Price—I am on 
that subcommittee. The only thing that was given to that subcom- 
mittee was to determine the things which should be sold. 
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The Cuarmoan. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. There was no examination at all into the location or 
any post exchange philosophy. 

Mr. Price. There was a time when it went into the matter of 
location. 

The Cuarrman. There was an agreement reached as to the criteria 
that would be used with reference to establishing PX’s and 
commissaries. 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

Mr. Price. What is that criteria ? 

Mr. Bares. The Philbin committee in 1949. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, I think Mr. Price refers to the investi- 
gation by the Philbin subcommittee of this committee in 1949. 

Mr. Price. That is right. 

Mr. Sarart. Which I served as a staff member on. At that time 
the committee proposed to go into both the post exc hange-Navy ship 
store operation as well as the commissar vy operation. 

However, throughout the United States there was only one objection 
on commissaries, and that emanated from Norfolk. There seemed to 
be no interest beyond that in the subject, and, as a matter of fact, the 
Philbin subcommittee did not go into the commissary question because 
of the utter lack of interest. 

The CuHatrMan. It was understood and a policy was adopted that in 
areas close to large cities we not have PX’s. 

Mr. Bares. Commissaries, too. 

The CuatrmMan. Commissaries, too. And it was understood that 
the policy of the committee and the policy of the department was to 
provide them in more restricted and isolated areas. 

But where they are adjacent to a community and the community 
afforded the facilities, why, then, they did not look with favor on PX’s 
and commissaries. 

Mr. Smarr. That was the policy adopted by the Department of 
Defense. 

The CuairmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Smarr. To which the committee subscribed. 

The Cnatrman. That isthe policy then. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Rivers —we have to make { ime, 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. 

Mr. Deverevcx. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Rivers. The only place—there is a little old small town about 
2 or 3 miles from here that obviously « an't supply these people, and 
the only place is Youngstown, 9 miles aw: iv. The Air Force has 
testified the »y don’t know where that is taken out. Why don’t we exer- 
cize our own judgment ? 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Deverecx. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHairmMan. Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Deverevx. Would it be proper to call somebody from the 
Bureau of the Budget up here and question them ? 

The CuHairMan. No,sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s vote it up or down. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Price. They wouldn’t understand it, anyway. 
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Mr. Harpy. I think this committee should have better information 
than we are getting. 

I just want to make one little comparison according to the statement 
in this book. Adequate facilities are 9 miles away from this base. It 
is stricken out. And you have no commissary store at all. 

Now just by making a comparison, you have Otis, which you pro- 
pose to increase the size of the commissary store, at $143,000. They 
have a commissary store now of 10,500 square feet. They are located 
10 miles from adequate facilities, pretty much the same as we have 
here. But you are going to give them an increase of $143,000 when 
somebody has cut $141,000 out of here. As far as I am concerned, I 
would vote to reverse it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. All in favor of Mr. Rivers’ motion hold 
up your hand. 

(Show of hands. ) 

Mr. Smarr. Eight, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All opposed hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smart. Eight, Mr. Chairman. 

It isa tie vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The Caiman. The motion doesn’t prevail. The item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order to move that we 
substitute the addition in Otis for the new one at Youngstown ¢ 

Mr. Huppiesron. Mr. Chairman, the committee has already cut out 
Otis. 

Mr. Harpy. Did we? 

Mr. Huppieston. Yes. 

The Cuairrman. The next item—if you will just be patient, we can 
all take a recess in a minute. 

Now, the next item is “Various locations.” Now I don’t think 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, just before you get into that phase of 
the bill, I might ask the General : you have a fighter-interceptor group 
at the Greater Pittsburgh Air Force Base, is that not right? 

General Renz. I didn’t hear the question. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, wait until we get through over there. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, regular order. 

The CHarrMan. Order. 

Mr. Gavin. You have a fighter-interceptor group at the Greater 
Pittsburgh Air Base, haven't you ¢ 

General Rentz. At the present time, yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t see anything here about that group. What are 
you doing about that situation there—in a great metropolitan area of 
7 million people, one of the greatest industrial areas in the United 
States. What are you doing about protecting that area? 

General Rentz. This is projected to the year end 1960, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

General Ren'rz. These are requirements. 

The CuHarrMan. Now members—— 

Mr. Gavin. There is nothing in here about the fighter-interceptor 
group for the Pittsburgh Air Base. What are you doing about it? 

General Rentz. We have existing facilities. We are taking care 
of that situation. 
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Mr. Gavin. Would you investigate that and give me a complete 
report as to the status of that interceptor group at t the Pittsburgh Air 
Base, and what you intend to do about the situation there? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. I think the committee is being furnished 
a letter to that effect, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, you furnish me one. 

General Rentz. I certainly will. 

Mr. Gavin. Give me all the details, as to what it is at the present, 
what you anticipate doing, what expansion program you are carrying 
out. Give me a complete story on that situation at the Greater Pitts- 
burgh Air Base on that fighter-interceptor group. Because I think 
that is very important. It is one of the great industrialized areas, as 
well asa petroleum area. It has every thing. Just what are you doing 
about giving that area protection ? 

General Renrz. I will be glad to do that. 

The Cuamman. Get the information for Mr. Gavin. 

Now, members of the committee, the next item is “Various loca- 
tions,” which is confidential. We will pass it over, and we will take 
a recess now until Monday morning at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:47 a..m., the committee adjourned.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Monday, June 10, 1957 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman of the 
committee) presiding. 

The CuHarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing on 
H. R. 7130. Now we will turn to page 37 of the bill. We will go 
back to Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio; com- 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $217,000. 

The distinguished gentleman from | -ennsylvania thinks that that 
item should be reconsidered for the purpose of developing the facts 
in connection with the wisdom of inserting a commissary there. Now, 
what page in the red book is that? 

Mr. Gavin. Page 261. 

The CratrmMan. Page 261. Now, members, let us find it. 

Now, I see on page 261 of the red book that the Department. re- 
quested a commissary costing $141,000, and in line by line considera- 
tion of the bill, the budget deleted it. 

Now, what is the military requirements at Youngstown ? 

Mr. Gavin. I can give you—— 

The CHarrMan. Wait. Let me get it from the general. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, we considered Youngstown com- 
missary—— 

The Cuatrman. No; what is the military mission of Youngstown? 

General Rentz. ADC, sir, fighter interceptor. 

The CnHarmman. ADC? 

Mr. Rivers. Air Defense Command. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. A very important base ? 
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General Rentz. Yes, sir; and it is growing in importance, too, sir. 

The Cuamman. What area does the base propose to defend, if that 
is permissible to state ? 

yeneral Rentz. The industrial area around Youngstown and Pitts- 
burgh, sir. 

The CHamrMan. Youngstown and Pittsburgh ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. How far is Pittsburgh from Youngstown? 

General Rentz. Around 100 miles, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cramman. Now, we have a base at Pittsburgh; do we not? 

General Rrenrz. Yes, sir; we have an ADC interceptor squadron 
presently at Pittsburgh. 

The Cuarrman. And your plans call for moving that? 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairman. Therefore, this area will not have any defense, 
Pittsburgh, unless it comes from Youngstown ¢ 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Now, how many military personnel have you at 
Youngstown ¢ 

General Rentz. We are programed to have 1,375 total. 

The CHatrMAN. How close is this base to the Youngstown com- 
munity ¢ 

General Rentz. About 9 miles, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Nine miles? 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Have you any Capehart houses in Youngstown ? 

General Rentz. We have 250 title VIII houses that have been 
approved. 

‘Yhe CuHarrMan. Now, what facilities have you now for the con- 
venience of the personnel that live at the base ? 

General Ren'rz. We do not have any comniissary existing on the 
base. 

The Cuatrrman. Nocommissary at all ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. So all these people have to go to Youngstown or 
to some country grocery store to get their supplies ? 

General Renz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is put in the bill. Add 
$141,000, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. You madea good case there. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I am pleased that the item for a com- 
missary at the Youngstown Municipal Airport for $141,000 has been 
restored and included in this authorization bill, H. R. 7130. It is 
greatly needed at this base. The workload at this field will be greatly 
increased in the next several years. 

At the present time, there are 95 officers and 857 enlisted men on the 
base. ‘The planned peacetime strength for the base is 113 officers and 
1,088 enlisted men. 

There are 255 family quarters either available or approved for con- 
struction at Youngstown Municipal Airport and 9 family quarters 
at the air control and warning site at Brookfield, Ohio. Both of these 
installations are about 9 miles from adequate commercial facilities 
which sell commissary-type merchandise at competitive prices. 
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Six hundred families of active-duty Air Force personnel are sta- 
tioned at Youngstown Municipal Airport and Brookfield Air Force 
Station. In addition, commissary privileges would be offered to an 
estimated additional 600 families located in northeast Ohio. This 
later group consists of military personnel performing recruiting 
duties, personnel on special assignments with Reserve and National 
Guard units and educational institutions, Army personnel stationed 
at Fordstown Ordnance Depot and Revena Arsenal, personnel man- 
ning guided-missile sites, dependents of military personnel stationed 
overseas, and retired personnel. 

The area surround Youngstown Municipal Airport is highly indus- 
trialized, which causes higher costs of living in rents and food. Lower 
food costs through a commissary facility would contribute consider- 
ably toward improved financial conditions of military families and 
subsequent improved morale. There is no commissary on this base. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, the next item is “Various locations.” Ordi- 
narily—— 

Mr. Bray. What page? 

General Renz. Page 266, sin 

The Cuatrman. Now, you gentlemen can see what this is for. It 
is bases that are highly important. An examination of the type and 
character of the milit: ary installation to be used there is of such im- 
portance that there can be no question in my mind as to the wisdom 
of establishing it for that purpose. Weknow what it is for. 

Now, why should we not reduce this amount 

You are not going to ask for all the money this year. Why can we 
not reduce that some amount as to the authorization for this year ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. This portion of the request prov ides facilities for 
4 air defense missile squadrons in the amount of $42,963,000. The re- 
mainder of the request. totaling $5,215,000 prov ides for the acquisition 
of necessary real estate to provide Air Defense Command ammunition- 
storage facilities in support of various fighter-interceptor squadrons 
at 17 locations. 

The Cuatrman. It is $48 million in the bill. 

General Renz. Yes, sir; this is a consolidation of the next item of 
$5 million for various locations of land, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Then why not reduce that down to $42 million in- 
stead of having the $48 million? 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, in our appropriation plan we are 
asking for the entire amount for these facilities. We have had some 
experience in building this type of facility at Eglin. We have tried 
to minimize the cost of these facilities and to come up with a more 
austere design. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Now, let me get this in my mind. Why 
is this not in direct competition with what the Army is doing at the 
Nike bases ? 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman, if we are going to get into some 
classified discussions here 





The Cuarrman. All right. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

General Rentz. I can say this: That this is area defense, where the 
Army weapon is for point defense. 

The Cuaiman. Without objection, this item is approved. 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, would it not be a good idea—I am not 
objecting to it in any way, but when we do go into this whole matter 
we should go in executive session. 

The CuarrmMan. We will go into that later on in executive session, 
but we are warranted to do that 

Mr. Bray. It is all right to do this, but we will go into executive 
session later. 

The Cuairman. We are warranted in approving this $48,170,000 
without objection. 

Now, I am going to pass over the Air Force Academy because—who 
is it? 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Ferry. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Ferry wants to appear 

Mr. Gavin. Where is he now ? 

The CuatrMan. He is out at the Air Force Academy to get the in- 
formation that he wants to talk to the committee about. Now, that 
comes down to the Air Materiel Command. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Ala., troop hous- 
ing, $405,000. Were is that in the book ¢ 

Colonel Ewpsank. 310, Mr. Chairman. The first of these locations 
is Brookley Air Force Base. Mobile, Ala., is located approximately 
3 miles north of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for Headqu: urters, Mobile Air Ma- 
teriel Area, depot units, and Military Air Transport Service opera- 
tional units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$405,000. The project in the program is an airmen’s dormitory. 

The CuarrMan. Let us see. Well, now, that is fora dormitory for 
airmen. Now this is a very important base, is it not? I see you have 
1,664 enlisted men, 13,757 civilians, and 407 officers, for a total of 
15.828 

Mr. Rivers. It is a big base. 

The CHarrman. Now, this is headquarters of the Mobile Air Base 
Wing, Air Force Major Depot, Aerial Medical 

General Rentz. That is the Air Evacuation Squadron, Mr. Chair- 
man, for medical. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. This is in competition, then, I might say— 
off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

General Renrz. It is the same function as Warner Robins, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuairman. That is right. Now, how many Air Materiel Com- 
mands have — 

Colonel Ewnank. We have a total of 7 major depots in the United 
States, Mr. Chairman, of the Air Materiel Command type, similar to 
Warner Robins. 

The Cuatrman. One is Warner Robins, in Georgia / 

Colonel Ewnanx. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. One in Alabama. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

The CHairman. Where is the next one? 
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Colonel Ewsanx. We have another one at Kelly Field, San An- 
tonio, Tex. Then we have another one at San Bernardino. Then we 
have one at McClellan Air Force Base, at Sacramento, Calif. Then 
we have a large one at Wright-Patterson, which is a big center. 

Mr. Rivers. Which is the headquarters ? 

Colonel Ewranx. That is the headquarters; yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, do they at Wright-Patterson do the same 
kind of work that they do at these other bases ¢ 

Colonel Ewsanx. The work is a little different at Wright-Patterson 
than at the other bases. 

The Cuairman. It looks like to me, now, that the middle part of 
the country has not a base of this character. This is for overhauling 
and repairing aircraft ; is it not, mainly ? 

Colonel Ewnanx. That is correct. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, let us assume that a plane is out 
of commission in the C hicago area, or the Nebraska or Kansas area 
and it has to fly to Alabama, to Georgia, or to Texas or California, 
or be shipped there. 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Now, why would it not be in the interest of economy 
to decentralize from the heavily congested areas on the Pacific coast 
and transfer some of those activities of this character in the middle 
part of the country? Now, that is a matter that ought to be con- 
sidered, because there is the cost of transportation involved in this 
matter ; is there not ? 

General Renvz. Yes, sir; vou are right, Mr. Chairman. We ne- 
glected to mention the one at Tinker Air Iorce Base in Oklahoma. 

The CuarrMan. Well, that is still on the edge of the country. You 
have them based all around the coastline. You are having that great 
area from Washington to Nebraska—you do not have one there at 
all. Now, there is Indiana, and Illinois and Missouri and Michigan, 
in the very heart of the country. You have bases all over that whole 
territory, but you do not have any repair bases. 

Now, it looks like the matter ought to be studied. I suggest we study 
this whole question. 

It is a matter that ought to be studied, to see about it. Without 
objection, the item is approved. That is enough on the subject this 
morning. 

Mr. Gavin. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Griffiss Air Force Base, N. Y. That is the same 
thing; is it not? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir; this is another large item for the Air 
Materiel Command The second of these locations is Griffiss Air Force 
Base. Rome, N. Y., is located approximately 2 miles southwest of 
the base. 

The planned use of this base is an Air Force depot, an air research 
and development center, SAC dispersal base, and an ADC fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $10,675,000. 

Four items are included to support the fighter-interceptor mission. 
These will provide apron access taxiway for ready aircraft shelters, 
ADC ammunition storage, and electrification for ground-support 
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equipment in support of fighter-interceptor aircraft (items 1, 10, 
16,17). 

Eleven items support the SAC dispersal mission assigned to the 
base. Included in this group are sufficient operational apron and 
supporting taxiway to complete the requirements for the assigned 
SAC mission, blast deflectors, adidtional telephone exchange facili- 
ties, squadron operations building for the tanker squadron, one large 
aircraft dock, special headquarters and land acquisition (items 2, 3, 
4,5, 7,8, 9, 12, 13, 19,20). 

The remainder of the program provides base support and includes 
a depot operations building to house electronic data processing equip- 
ment, base cold storage, and a heating-plant addition to support the 
above items (items 6,11,18). 

Also included in the total program for Griffiss Air Force Base are 
two items at Griffiss/Ava & Stockbridge Annex in support of the 
Rome Air Development Center. The items consist of an electronics 
station and acquisition of land for that project ($938,000). The 
primary mission that this authorization request supports, Mr. Chair- 
man, is the Strategic Air Command mission, and that is a dispersal 
unit which is going in there of B-52’s. 

The CHarrMan. Page 314 in the red book and page 38 of the bill. 

Colonel Ewnank. That is correct. The primary items here are 
for airfield pavement and apron parking to take care of the B-52 
and the KC-135 tankers at this installation. We have another sizable 
item over on page 315 which is a maintenance dock for the KC—135’s. 
Also additional maintenance facilities, storage and ammunition stor- 
age area for the Air Defense Command fighter interceptor unit. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, here is what I found. I looked into Warner 
Robins but once or twice. I notice a great deal of your m: aterial is 
stored out in the open and left in boxes. Now why can’t we adopt 
some kind of a plan that you house all over the country your valuable 
parts that are necessary to these aircraft that you have to use? Does 
this program involve any warehousing and additional spaces for 
accommodation of that character ? 

General Rentz. No, sir, it does not, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, may I mention that we would always have some 
material that is not subject to deterioration even in outside storage, 
and we would not feel justified in requesting warehouse space for all 
the material that we have at a depot. 

The CHarrmMan. Well now, down at Warner Robins I saw acres 
and acres of boxes and very high priced material was in there. I 
know enough about the weather and rain to know that even the 
boxes would begin to deteriorate. Moisture is absorbed and rust 
takes place. W hy even a proeressive and thrifty farmer will not leave 
his equipment in the open. He tries to build shelters to put it under. 

Here is millions and millions of dollars worth of valuable equip- 
ment over the whole United States with these materials. 

Mr. Gavin. And Europe. 

The Cuairrman. And Europe. It is left right out in the weather. 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question about this? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. This is a base that we had some little argument about 
some time back when the mission was changed, isn’t it ? 
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General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How much have we spent in adapting this base to its 
new mission ¢ 

General Rentz. The mission was not changed, Mr. Hardy. It was 
augmented by this SAC dispersal. 

Mr. Kinpay. That was the move from New Jersey 

Mr. Smarr. Red Bank, N. J. 

Mr. Harpy. And that move did not take place / 

Mr. Smarr. It cid take place, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. It did take place. 

The Cuarrman. And they put it all at Griffiss. 

Mr. Harpy. It was at that time the mission was changed, that I am 
talking about. Since then you had the SAC dispersal thing added 
to it; isn’t that right / 

General Rentz. That is correct. It is additive to the mission. 

Mr. Harpy. Now at the time we had before us a question of trans- 
fer from somewhere in New Jersey of some other functions, I seem 
to recall that there were some representations to the effect that the costs 
involved in the transfer weren't going to be so serious. That is why 
I was just wondering now—if we can take and separate out this S AC 
aspect of it. 

How much have you in here now because of the activities other 
than the SAC dispersal program / 

General Rentz. The first one, the first item there, is for the ADC, 
for the ready shelters, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. So that is also a tenant proposition; isn’t ité 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; we have SAC and ADC, both tenants on 
Griffiss. 

Mr. Harpy. What did you have at Griffis before we moved this thing 
in New York over there ? 

General Rentz. It was a depot, supply depot. 

Mr. Harpy. Wasn't it an operational field at all / 

Mr. Smarr. No. 

General Rentz. No, sir; it was not. It has always been an air 
materiel depot, sir. 

The Cnamman. Now—- 

Mr. Harpy. I was just trying to establish, if I could, how much 
more would it cost to accomplish that original transfer than we had 
any ideas of ¢ 

Mr. Kirpay. If the gentleman would yield, I believe it was that 
research and development portion that was transferred from New 
Jersey, electronics or something that was over at Monmouth. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; that was the electronic portion of that 
research and development effort. 

The Cuairman. Now, General, I would like for you to make a sur- 
vey between now and next January—it has developed that there are 
4 or 5 airbases, military installations, in Indiana that have been 
abandoned. Now, you look it over and see if the facts don’t warrant 
the other listing of those fields in some connection with this kind of 
matter and make a report next year. I want a complete survey of all 
these materiel commands. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Doyie. Mr. Chairman. 
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The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Do all of your B-52 bases, General, have these blast 
deflectors ? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir, they do. 

Mr. Bares. And you are going to move SAC here? 

General Renz. Yes, sir, we are. 

Mr. Bares. Who made that decision to move SAC to these 22 loca- 
tions? 

General Rentz. That was done in joint staff effort and jointly with 
Strategic Air Command, deciding on the bases that we could utilize 
that hs ad that expansion potenti: il and the bases that we could put a 

SAC dispersal squadron in most economically. 

Mr. Bares. What is the overall cost estimate of this transfer, do you 
know, the overall cost estimate of these transfers ? 

General Rentz. Of the entire dispersal program ¢ 

This is not a transfer here, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I know it. 

General Renrz. You mean the overall SAC dispersal? I would 
have to furnish that, Tam afraid, Mr. Bates. I would hesitate—I have 
a figure in my mind but I would hesitate to state it because of the 
Vi alidity of it at this time. 

Mr. Doyie. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Doyix. May I please inquire, in pages 312 and 313—Chili Air 
Force Base in my district. 

General Rentz. Yes. 

Mr. Doyte. I notice there is a red line drawn through it. I am 
familiar with the substandard quarters there, which you set forth on 
page 31, of 11 spaces. May I inquire why it was stricken ¢ 

General Renz. Sir, this item was deleted by the reviewing agency, 
Bureau of the Budget. 

Mr. Dore. It only i involves $78,000. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. There is no place any more bases can be put in in 
California. 

Mr. Doyie. Mr. Chairman, it is not a new base. It is correcting the 
substandard living quarters condition of 11 men that live on the base. 
That is all that is involved. 

The CuamrmMan. Well—off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, this was a replacement item and the 
Bureau of the Budget in their review struck very hard at replacement 
items, to hold our replacement program down. 

The CuHarrman. The members should understand that where the 
book shows the red lines—it shows the closest scrutiny. We know 
well enough the Department is not going to ask for the funding of 
the money, even though you write it in, where the red lines are 
through this book. I know that as well as I know my name. Where 
a red line is in this book, they are not going to ask for the money. 
Now, they may cushion up and they will always have some excuse 
and they will say they have other places where they will use the 
money. You know it and I know it. Is that correct? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, in substance I know that is correct. 
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Mr. Gavin. But does the Bureau of the Budget at all times know 
the facts and circumstances in connection with a lot of penciling they 
may do? 

General Rentz. Mr. Gavin, we went over with the Bureau of the 
Budget every line item and gave them a number of briefings to bring 
them up to date on the entire program. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the Griffiss Air Force item is 
approved. 

Now, the next one is the Hill Air Force Base, at Ogden, Utah. 
Now, that is the same kind. Now that is on page what of the book? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Mr. Chairman, the next installation is on page 
336, which is an annex to Griffiss Air Force Base. 

The Cuarrman. Wait a minute. 

Colonel Ewsank. 336, sir. 

The Cuairman. We have approved the $10,675,000. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is correct. That is included in the bill, 
all under Griffiss. It is broken out in the justification. 

Mr. Smart. 313, Hill. 

The Cuairman. Well, that is included in your $10 million. 

Colonel Ewrank. That is correct; yes, sir. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Smarr. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. The next one is the Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, 
Utah. What page of the book is that / 

Colonel Ewpank. Page 339, Mr. Chairman. The fourth of these 
locations is Hill Air Force Base. Ogden, Utah, is located approxi- 
mately 7 miles north of Hill Air Force Base. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters, Ogden Air Ma- 
teriel Area, depot units and operational units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,911,000. The program provides base support and consists of opera- 
tional apron, calibration hardstand, telephone duct facilities and offli- 
cers’ quarters, items 1 through 4. 

The Cuarrman. Let me see what kind of a base this is. 

Colonel Ewsanx. This is one of the major Air Materiel Command 
depots in the Zone of the Interior. 

The Cuatrman. Hill Air Force Base. Let me see. 

Mr. Gavin. Page 339. 

The Cuarrman. You have 11,000 civilians there. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. Well, that is a big base. Without objection, that 
item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, just one question here. I notice we 
are running into a good many of the same type of things. Here you 
have an ope! rational apron there. You aren’t increasing the size of 
the operation. Does that mean that you are having to put in a new 
operational apron in order to have more space / That is the biggest 
item in there. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Mr. Hardy, at present the shortage of parking 
apron at Hill is very, very serious. This is to support the logistic 
squadron, a very heavy type support aircraft, operating out of “Hill. 

Mr. Harpy. They are in there now using your present facilities. 
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Colonel Ewsanx. No, sir; we do not have enough parking to take 
care of all the logistic support aircraft in there right now. 

Mr. Harpy. You are not going to increase the number of aircraft 
that are using that place, are you? 

Colonel Ewsanx. The problem out there is that the runway that 
we have is sterilizing part of this ramp. We extended the runway 
which cut out a large portion of the existing ramp. Now this is to 
correct that deficiency and allow us ample room to park these logistic 
support aircraft. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, the point I am trying to get at now is that you 
are using it now with all the aircraft you are going to have on them 
after you get these items? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. You are entirely right. 

Mr. Harpy. The only reason I ‘aised the point is this. I have seen 
that in a good many places here. I am assuming it must be the same 
type of situation, because so far as I can recall in most of them there 
haven’t been any increases in number of aircraft, but we are getting 
all of these operational aprons here. 

General Ren'rz. Yes, sir. Due to this deficiency of apron, we have 
had to reroute some of these C-124’s or logistical type aircraft to 
other fields, and we have only been able to take care of their parking 
by closing runways and closing roads and parking them wingtip to 
wingtip. 

Mr. Harpy. The only reason I picked this one up is because it is 
the biggest item in there. At some of the others where you have 
them, they haven’t been as big. I am just wondering if you need as 
many as you got running all through the book. M: rybe it is perfectly 
in order, I don’t know. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter that was written to me 
on May 3, as the head of the Real Estate Subcommittee. Are you 
finished ? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask Mr. Kelleher to read this and I want 
General Rentz to listen to this. It is about a runway at this base, as 
it affects the housing. 

Mr. Kevtiener. The letter is from Congressman Dixon. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN Rivers: Two visits to Hill Air Force Base have brought 
forcibly to my attention the need for moving the Wherry housing located near 
the southeast corner of the reservation. Senator Watkins opposed the location 
of this housing before the buildings were even constructed. 

New construction has extended the instrument runway down past the Wherry 
housing and thus created a great hazard. It is possible that a jet plane could 
make a bad approach and crash into the housing because part of the approach 
pattern actually overlaps the Wherry units. 

In addition to this, the thunderous noise of the jets is driving the tenants 
from the houses, as will be revealed by the fact that a third of the units are 
now unoccupied. General Robey reports that the noise is within 85 decibels, 
which is intolerable. The construction of the housing is cheap and the moving 
is feasible. It is a serious handicap for General Robey to have his junior officers 
living in all parts of Ogden, because it makes it impossible for him to respond 
immediately to a call. 

If the housing were moved to the Roberts and Adams property, off the south- 
west corner of the reservation, the general feels that he could require all his 
officers to live there. This tract is handy to the Clearfield schools, away from 
noise, and comprises 110 acres which would be adequate; is handy to a shopping 
center and could be purchased rather cheap. 
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This is the only really practical area to locate base housing, as the Roberts 
and Adams land is rolling land, and while it is suitable for a housing develop- 
ment project, it is not going to hamper any further expansion of the airbase. 

I am sold on General Robey’s need as well as his plan and hope that you will 
do all you can to follow to a successful solution this difficult and dangerous 
problem. 

H. A. Dixon, Member of Congress. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, either the runway or the housing is badly located. 
I wonder what the general knows about that situation. Does this 
runway go right in front of these houses / 

General Rentz. I could show you a plat of the base, Mr. Rivers, 
to show you exactly how close they are to the runway. It is not a 
desirable condition up there. 

Mr. Harpy. How long has it been there? 

Mr. McCrioup. The runway was completed in October 1956. 

The Cuarrman. The runway was completed in October of 1956. 
When were the houses put there? When were the houses put there / 

Mr. Ketiener. In 1953, I believe. 

The CuarrMan. Then the runway was put there after the houses 
were built ? 

General Renrz. That is right. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. You see what you have done? You didn’t think 
it out. 

Now what effect is this $1 million additional expenditures going to 
be? This is aprons. 

General Renrz. That is aprons; yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. That means, it looks like it is cheaper to move the 
houses than it is the runway. 

How many Wherry houses, are there / 

General Renrz. 350, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. 370? 

General Rentz. 350. 

Mr. KevLener. 350. 

The CuarrMan. 350 has already been built / 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. And we are going to acquire them / 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, that is the policy. 

The Cuairman. That is right, of course you are going to acquire 
them and make them public quarters. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, that is the policy. 

The Cuarrman. And the runway is right adjacent to these houses ? 

General Rentz. Well, it is fairly adjacent to them. 

The Cuairman. And leave them all in a bad frame of mind every 
time a jet goes over. 

Mr. Harpy. If the runway was built after the houses was built, it 
doesn’t add up too well. It might be extended beyond that. But it 
shouldn't have been put there to start with. I don’t know why in 
the world it was ever put there. 

The CHatrman. We will look into the matter. Thank you for 
calling it to our attention, Mr. Rivers. We will send out an investiga- 
tor to look at it. | 

Without objection, we approve- 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman, I want to emphasize that Senator Wat- 
kins opposed the construction of these houses at that time. 
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The CHairman. In the first instance, that is right. 

Mr. Reece. It might be well to keep in mind that occasionally a 
Member of Congress knows what he is talking about. 

The CuarrMan. That is right, exactly. [ Laughter. | 

That is a good point. We trust that sinks in the mind of the 
audience. [ Laughter. | 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex. Where is that in the red 
book ? 

Colonel Ewrsank. That is page 344, Mr. Chairman. The fifth of 
these locations is Kelly Air Force Base. San Antonio, Tex., ts located 
4.5 miles northeast of Kelly Air Force Base. 

The planned use of this base is for San Antonio Air Materiel Area 
Headquarters, depot, airlift, and tenant units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount 
of $899,000. The program provides base support and consists of 
provisions for turboprop cells, depot hazard test shop, and supporting 
utilities. We are requesting $899,000 of new authorization for Kelly. 
This installation is one of our very largest Air Materiel Command 
depots. 

The CuairmMan. Yes, that is right. You must try to keep up with 
the size of Texas by making all these bases larger. | Laughter. | 

Without objection, the base is approved. 

Now, the next item is Mallory Air Force Station, Memphis, Tenn. 
Now let’s see. 

Nabenl Epmonps. 348. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is page 348. The sixth of these locations 
is Mallory Air Force Station. The station is located at Memphis, 
Tenn. 

The planned use for this station is for Air Force maintenance and 
supply storage depot. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to this item in the amount of $1,561,000. The project in the 
program is a depot operations building. 

The Crarmman. There isn’t much military justification for that 
one, is there ¢ 

Mr. Kr LLEWER. You felt it had a very low pr iority. 

The Cuamman. “Very low priority” I have it marked out in my 
book. 

Now, why can’t we pass this over for the time being ¢ 

Mr. Reece. Certainly, if it was in east Tennessee, it would have 
a higher priority. 

The CuHatreman. It certainly would. | Laughter. | 

What is the military justification for this now’ Because I have it 
struck out. 

General Renz. It is the requirement for a logistical building to 
improve the management of the worldwide supply and logistic mis- 
sion at Mallory, in direct support of the air materiel mission. This 
“present mission is being accomplished in quonset huts and substand- 
ard buildings. They are doing the mission at present, but it is in very 
substandard facilities. 

The Cuatrman. How high does this stand on your priority / 

General Renrz. I would not say it is in the upper 50 percent, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, then, if it is that low, let’s come back next 











2108 


year with it in there. Let’s start trying to save this $1,561,000. That 
is not going to hurt you. 

Gener ‘al Renvz. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that is stricken. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pa. Utilities and ground im- 
provements, $2,438,000. Now where is that ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is on page 350, Mr. Chairman. The seventh 
of these locations is Marietta Air Force Station. Marietta, Pa., is 
located 1 mile west of this station. 

The planned use of this station is for Air Force depot storage. 
The committee has been provided with detailed information with re- 
spect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,438,000. The project in the program is a heating plant. 

Colonel Ewpank. We are requesting $2,438,000. 

The CuarrmMan. For a heating plant. 

Colonel Ewsank. For a heating plant for the warehousing 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is ap proved, 

Now, the next one is McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, Calif., 
$5,042,000. 

Colonel Ewpsank. Yes, sir. This is on page 352, Mr. Chairman. 
The eighth of these locations is McClellan Air Force Base. Sacra- 
mento, Calif., is located 9 miles southwest of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for headquarters Sacramento air 
materiel area, Air Force depot, ADC airborne early warning group 
location, and CON AC troop carrier location. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$5,042,000. The program provides base support and consists of 
flight test hangar, airmen’s dormitory, officers’ quarters, chapel with 
educational wing, an exchange sales store, an air-conditioning plant 
and necessary acquisition of land to support those items (items 2, 4 


9 
through 11). One project is included in support of the airborne 


early warning squadron (item 1). 

The Cuamman. This is a large base also. They work 15,000 ci- 
vilians. You have hangar, dormitory and officers’ quarters. 

Colonel Eweank. That is correct. The major item here, Mr. Chair- 
man, is for a flight test hangar. 

The Cuarrman. A flight test hangar ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is correct. At present they have no facil- 
ities which will permit them to take care of this particular function, 
After an airplane has been pron essed through the depot for heavy 
maintenance and repair, it then must be test flown. After it is test 
flown and lands, it goes through what is known as a shakedown, and 
any deficiencies that were uncovered during the test flight must be 
taken care of in the flight test area, since the production line in the 
other hangars must keep on moving. At present they are accomplish- 
ing this in the open. They have quonset huts for their shops. They 
are using pierced steel plank to park their aircraft on. 

The Cuarrman. I think it probably would be a good place to ac- 
complish it out in the open, because it never rains out in Sacramento. 

Colonel Ewsank. No, sir. The main trouble is they have to pull 
a retraction test after they come down from the flight. That is 
putting the heavy aircraft up on jacks and actu: iting the landing 
gear, both up and down. 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question. I 
notice the last item, “OQ, Men.” That is the same as the “BOQ” 
you have usually in the line item ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. You just left out the “B” for economy, I suppose. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know what this hazard 
is that you are going to spend ‘this $21 ,000 on moving. 

Colonel Ewsank. That partic ular item is for the north end of the 
instrument runway. It covers treetopping, the relocation of a power- 
line, telephone line, and it also closes a drains ige ditch off of the end of 
the runway which is considered a flight hazard. 

Mr. Harpy. Haven’t you an exc hange sales store out there now ? 

General Renz. Yes, sir, we have 10,000 square feet that is very 
substandard, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, you haven’t so very many people out there. 

‘ivilians don’t use it, do they ? 

General Renz. No, sir; they do not. 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir, but we have a sizable complement there, 
Mr. Hardy. It is approaching 4, 000 airmen. 

General Renz. The way it is now, Mr. Hardy, we are in four very 
substandard buildings, spread out over the base. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the first thing that you have there that is sub- 
standard. The last time I was there I thought that station was pretty 
well fixed up. 

General Rentz. Did you go in the post exchange, Mr. Hardy? 

Mr. Harpy. I went into a good many stations. I don’t know, 1 
might have been afraid to go in there. 

General Rentz. Well, one of the post exchange buildings we have 
is a vacated firehouse, which is very substandard. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next one is the Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pa., 
$1,673,000. 

Mr. Bray. What page? 

The Cuatrman. Members of the committee, I am hoping that we 
might be able to finish this bill today or tomorrow and at least on 
Thursday. Because I trust that all the members will avail themselves 
of the invitation that they have received to go to Norfolk and James- 
town and Portsmouth and Hampton Roads for the review of the fleet. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, might I add—— 

The Cuarrman. I am trying to work it out so I myself will be able 
togodownthere. [| Applause. | 

Now, let’s go to work now. The only way to accomplish it is to get 
down to business. 

Mr. Kinpay. ( Aside.) 

The Cuatrman. I wouldn’t be so bold to make publicly a declaration 
of that kind. 

Mr. Kinpay. (Further aside.) 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman- 

The Cuatrman. No. Let’s talk about Olmsted Base. 

Colonel Ewsank. This is on page 367, Mr. Chairman, in the red 
book. The ninth of these locations is Olmsted Air Force Base, Mid- 
dletown, Pa., is located 1 mile east of this base. 
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The planned use of this base is for headquarters, Middletown air 
materiel area, major depot, and CONAC troop carrier site. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,673,000. The projects in the program are an aircraft engine shop 
and an officers’ quarters building. Again, Olmsted is a large Air 
Materiel Command depot. It is a supply depot. It is located at 
Middletown, Pa. The principal item here is for a powerplant depot 
repair shop. 

The Cuairman. Where is Middletown, Pa. / 

Colonel Ewnanx. Middletown, Pa., is right near Harrisburg, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Oh, yes; I see. 9,708 people are employed there. 

Colonel Ewnanx. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. Well, this is a good facility. 

Without objection, we approve it. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman / 

The CuHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. How are we doing on the strip there, lengthening 
the strip ¢ 

General Rentz. It is under contract at the present time. I don’t 
have the percent of completion, but I can furnish that for you. We 
may have it right here. 

Mr. McCuovup. It is just started. It was placed under contract in 
November of 1956. Work started this spring and will be completed 
in February 1958. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. February of 1958? 

Mr. McCrovup. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Epmunps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the next item is Warner Robins, at Macon, 
Ga. 

Mr. Brooks. Where is that, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. That is $20,507,000. 

Now, let’s see what that is for. 

Colonel Ewrank. That is on page 370, Mr. Chairman. The 10th 
of these locations is Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Ga., is located 
14 miles north of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters, Warner Robins 
Air Materiel Area, major depot, a SAC dispersal base, and 14th Air 
Force Headquarters. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$20,507,000. 

Nineteen items support the SAC dispersal mission, assigned. This 
includes provisions for an additional parking apron, extension of 
runway, blast deflectors, refueling hydrants, squadron operations and 
target intelligence, large maintenance docks, aircraft maintenance 
shops, armament and electronics shops, parachute and dinghy shop, 
storage facilities for demineralized water, avfuel and ammunition, 
depot warehouse, officers’ quarters, recreational gymnasium, and ac 
quisition of land. 

The remainder of the program provides base support and includes: 
Navaids and communications facilities, maintenance shop, warehouse 
modification, personnel facilities, and the necessary utilities. 
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The items in this particular authorization request are im support 
largely for the Strategie Air Command mission, a dispersal of a B-52 
and a KC-135 tanker unit. 

The Carman. I see you have 453 officers, 2,052 enlisted men, and 
15,319 civilians, or a total personnel of 17,844. 

Mr. Kitpay. I notice they are going to decrease the number of 
civilians. 

The Cnarrman. You have 6,270 acres of ground there. The land 
cost $184,000. I want to say this, members of the committee. The 
city of Macon gave them the land in the first instance, every foot of it. 

The Carman. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’sgo. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Rushmore Air Force Station, Rapid City, S. Dak. 
Community facilities, $56,000. 

Colonel Ewrank. Page 400 in the red book, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bray. What page? 

General Ren'rz. Four hundred. 

Colonel Ewnank. Page 400, sir. The 11th of these locations is 
Rushmore Air Force Station, Rapid City, S. Dak., is located 10 miles 
southwest of the station. 

The planned use of this station 1s for Air Force ammunition stor- 
age depot. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
56,000. The project is for multipurpose recreational facility. 

Colonel Ewnank. We are requesting authorization for one item at 
this installation. It isa recreational multipurpose facility. I am sure 
the committee is aware of the mission of this installation. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved, 

Now, the next one is the Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir, page 402 in the red book, Mr. Chairman. 

The 12th of these locations is Tinker Air Force Base. Midwest 
City, Okla., is located 1 mile north of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters, Oklahoma City 
air materiel area, major depot, COMAC troop carrier squadron site, 
and MATS ferrying wing location. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,674,000. ‘The-projects in the program provide base support and 
consist of provisions for a loading apron, depot warehouse modifica- 
tion, officers’ quarters and utilities (items 1, 2,3, and 4). 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, members of the committee, the next item T have marked in the 
book to delete. Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio. 

Now let me see what are the facts. What page is that in the book ? 

Colonel Ewnank. That is on page 407, Mr. Chairman. The 13th of 
these locations is Wilkins Air Force Station. Shelby, Ohio, is located 
| mile south of this station. : 

The planned use of this station is an Air Force maintenance and 
supply depot. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the amount of $1,960,- 
000. The project in this program is a depot operations building. 

The Cramman. Am I on sound grounds in marking it out ? 
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Colonel Ewsanx. This is a logistical data processing facility. This 
is areplacement. At present they are utilizing converted warehouse 
space. 

The CuarrMan. Well, it is going to hurt you to leave it out? 

General Renz. Mr. Chairm: an, ‘I would say it is in the same cate- 
gory as the building at Malloy that we deferred. 

Mr. Bares. Without objection, we will cut it out. 

The Cuatrman. I think we better leave this out. I think the facts 
we have here—you want to read this letter, Mr KeLurner. 

Mr. Keutieuer. I don’t know that it has to be read. It was just that 
the Congressman was unable to get any information from the Air 
Force as to what these items constituted. 

Mr. Gavin. Who was that ? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. McGregor. 

Mr. McGregor wrote a letter to me on June 2 in regard to it. But I 
do think from the investigation Mr. Kelleher and myself have made 
into this matter—of course, the Air Force must champion these things. 

But this is not going to hurt you, General. Let’s get an answer. 

Colonel Ewpank. Sir, it is a good item, but, again, it is a replace- 
ment and probably if we are not granted authorization this year we 
will be in next year for authorization. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, this item is struck 
out. 

The next one is Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio. 
This is the headqu: urters, isn’t it ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. This is on page 409. 
The 14th of these locations is Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 
Fairborn, Ohio, is located adjacent to this base. 

The planned use of this base is for He: adquarters Air Materiel 
Command, Wright Air Development Center, USAF Institute of 
Technology, and ADC fighter-interceptor mission site. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,096,000. 

Three items included in the program support the Air Force Re- 
search and Development program and consist of provisions for a 
RAPCON center, electronics laboratory, and necessary acquisition of 


land. 
Three items in the program support the ADC fighter O interceptor 
squadron. 


The remainder of the program provides base support and imeludes 
a base chapel, air conditioning for the headquarters building, and land 
acquisition to eliminate flight hazards. 

This is the headquarters of the Air Materiel Command. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, this is agreed to. 

Now that finishes the Air Materiel Command. 

Now I am very serious in stating that I think personally you locate 
these bases in a fairly good sec tion as far as the coastline is concerned, 
but you have left a great void in there, and the Department should 
make a study of the whole subject matter to see if economically it 
would not be warranted to establishing or creating a base out in that 
great middle section of the country there. 
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Because you are bound to save immense cost. You probably got a 
great many bases that are so congested in certain areas—a dispersal 
program is healthy. 

We have ample lands out in that area, where there are abandoned 
military and naval installations, that can be used without going out 
and purchasing more land. 

Mr. Brooks. What area are you talking about, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuatrmMan. That big section over yonder. About 10 or 12 great 
States in there. 

Colonel Epmunps. This area there? [Indicating on map. | 

The Cramman. One should be located in that area on account of 
the volume of business you have in there. You have more stations up 
there than you can hardly find airspace to operate in. And yet all 
of them have to come down to Mobile or to Macon or to California or 
to Texas. 

You ought to put one up in that section. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, we will make a complete survey on that, 
sir. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. That is enough on that. 

Now let’s take Air Proving Ground Command. Elgin Air Force 
Base. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir, that is in volume 2. 

The CHatrmMan. We have a new book? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Do we need this book any more ? 

Colonel Ewpank. No, sir. We will need it in executive session, sir, 
when we discuss—— 

General Rentz. For the Air Academy—we will need that volume 1 
for the Air Academy, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now Eglin Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ewpank. Eglin Air Force Base. This location is Elgin Air 
Force Base, located adjacent to Valparaiso, Fla. 

The planned use of this base is for employment suitability testing 
and operational units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$6,(84,000. The projects included in the program consist generally 
of the provisions for an electronic test range, radar communications 
test range, guided missile electronic test range, armament research 
test range, quarters for officers and nurses, base chapel, storm drain- 
age disposal and necessary acquisition of land to support off-base 
instrumentation sites (items 2 through 11). 

The Cuarrman. Now this is one of the great bases in the Southeast, 
on the gulf. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketitener. Page 10, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Page 10. 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to read the 
mission of the air proving ground here. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

General Rentz. The mission of this command is, first, to perform 
employment, suitability testing of aircraft, guided missiles, naviga- 
tional aids, components and materiel, and second, to develop techniques 
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and procedures in the use and operation of these aircraft, guided mis- 
siles, armament systems, and components. 

Now this program contains a request for $6,784,000 for the air 
proving ground command and provides facilities at only one location, 
namely, Eglin. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, now, we see what it is for. Test range radar, 
test range, test range. 

Now how many air activities do we have clustered around Eglin 
Field? 

General Rentz. Very little training at Eglin. 

The Cuairman. All right. You have training in that vicinity, 
haven’t you ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. No, sir, not exactly as such. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Colonel Ewnank. We have down there the weapons suitability 
iesting that goes on continuously. A new product or a new aircraft 
or a new weapons system is sent down to Eglin and there of course 
it is given the operational suitability test. 

The CHarrMan. How far is Eglin Field from Pensacola? 

Mr. Smarr. About 60 miles. 

General Rentz. About 60 miles, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then Eglin is the only air activity in that vicinity ? 

Colonel Ewnank. We have Tyndall. 

General Rentz. Tyndall at Panama City. 

The CHairmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next item is the Air Research and Development Command. 

Now give a brief statement of what the Air Research and Develop- 
ment Command is. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. What page is this? 

Colonel Ewan. That is beginning on page 32 in the red book, 
Mr. Chairman. 

General Rentz. Now the mission of this command is to attain and 
maintain quantitative superiority by the following procedures: First, 
to conduct or supervise scientific and technical studies required for 
the accomplishment of the Air Force mission. 

Second, seek new basic knowledge from which improved aeronauti- 
cal equipment, materiel, weapons and techniques can be developed. 

Third, undertake the development and recommend the adoption 
of appropriate new and improved devices and systems for the con- 
duct and support of air warfare, including aircraft, missiles, weapons, 
techniques and procedures applicable to the Air Force. 

Now, this program contalas a request for $23,876,000 for research 
and development command and provides facilities at 11 locations. 

Now included within this total is $19,061,000 for facilities for the 
K. and D. Command and $4,815,000 for units of the Air Defense 
Command that are going to be located on R. and D. installations. 

The amount for the Air Research and Development Command 
consists of $11,587,090 for research, development, and testing facilities 
and $7,674,000 for facilities required to support the basic ARDC 
mission. 

The $4,815,000 for the Air Defense Command will provide facilities 
for fighter intercepter squadrons at two of these ARDC locations. 
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In addition to the above there is included in other major commands 
requests a total of $2,969,000 for units of the Air Research and Devel- 
opment Command. This is $1,317,000 at one location in the Air Prov- 
ing Ground and $1,652,000 at two locations of the Air Materiel 
Command, 

Colonel Ewsank. The first base in the bill, Mr. Chairman, is Ed- 
wards Air Force Base, and that is on page 35 in the red book, Ed- 
wards Air Force Base. The second of these locations is Edwards Air 
Force Base. Rosamond, Calif., is located 19 miles west of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for flight testing of aircraft while 
the aircraft is in the research and development stage. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,987,000. 

One item includes a taxiway. 

One item includes a test range for research and development. 

The remaining items include an addition to the officers open mess on 
the main base and an emergency powerplant at the rocket test site. 

The CHarrman. When did we establish this base / 

Colonel Ewpank. Edwards was established back in 1940, sir. 

The CHARMAN. 1940 ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Just a minute. Haven't you one on 32 ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. That is Edwards, isn’t it ¢ 

Colonel Ewnank. May Lexplainthat. Iam following the bill here 
and we start with Edwards. Now under Patrick Air Force Base, 
included in the $2,988,000, we have a total of five satellite installations. 
They are down range stations. ‘They are placed in the book alpha- 
betically and as we come to them if it is all right—if you would rather 
follow the bill. 

The Cuatrman. When we get to Patrick, we will leave those out, 
won't wef Because they way I marked it up we reduce Patrick 
about $20,000—$2,962,000 against $2,988,000. We will talk about 
that later on. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. Now, tell us something more about 
Edwards Air Force Base? 

Colonel Ewpanx. Edwards Air Force Base is the Air Force flight 
test center. It is an Air Research and Development Command sta- 
tion. We are requesting $1,987,000 of new authorization for this in- 
stallation. ‘The primary facility here is for a test range special. 

The Cnamman. What is a test range special ? 

Colonel Ewan. This is a facility that will support experimental 
type aircraft. It has equipment for telemetering data back to the 
ground 

The CuatrmMan. You have a 10-mile runway there, do you not 
about 10 miles ? 

Colonel Ewrank. No,sir. It is 15,000 feet long, sir. 

The Cratrrman. What? Well, I thought—— 

General Renz. With the dry lake. 

Colonel Ewsank. The dry lake. Yes, sir, the lake bed. 

The Carman. You have a very long runway ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 
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The CuamrMan. As a matter of fact, the world’s largest airship was 
tested there ? 

General Rentz. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. What is the name of it? What type ship was it? 

Colonel Ewranx. All of the experimental-type aircraft use the strip 
there, Mr. Chairman, clear on up to the X—105 and the X—107—all 
experimental-type aircraft. 

he CHArRMAN. You have a very fine runway. Part of it is paved 
and part of it is not. 

General Rentz. 15,000 is paved, Mr. Chairman. Then the dry lake 
you can use, as you mentioned. 

The Cuarrman. I think my information, when I said 10 miles, is 
correct. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And 15,000 feet of it is paved. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And the balance of it is hard ground which you 
can use. 

Colonel Ewpank. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question? On this addi- 
tion to your officers’ club, when was this club authorized / 

General Rentz. The original club authorized, Mr. Hardy ? 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I notice that it is presently under construction. 
If you have to provide an addition before you finish the initial con- 
struction, I am getting a little bit worried about your original plan- 
ning. 

Colonel Ewrank. In the 1955 program, Mr. Hardy, we received 
authorization for a 5,600-square-foot officer’s mess. That was noth- 
ing more than you might say the dining-hall portion. 

This addition will give them actu: ly the club portion of an officer’s 
mess, that will allow the officers to conduct their necessar y social fune- 
tions and so on at this base. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, why did you ask for such a small one be- 
fore? Was that all you could get ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, at that time I would say it was, Mr. Hardy. 

You might notice, sir, the projected increase in strength we are hav- 
ing at Edwards. 

Mr. Harpy. According to — way this book reads, it doesn’t show 
any increase in strength. As a matter of fact it shows it is going 
down. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir the total increased strength goes from 
4.900 to 8.700. 

Mr. Harpy. I am talking about officers. We are talking about 
officers’ clubs. 

General Rentz. That is right. 

Colonel Ewranx. That is right, Mr. Hardy, but a large number of 
these civilians, that are scientist-type civilians, will utilize the officers 
club facilities. 

Mr. Harpy. They are scientists ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. I get a little bit disturbed when I see you are going to 
add an addition to an establishment of that kind before you even have 
the original built. 
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General Rentz. We want to keep them both together. We could 
have programed them separately. But we had the mess, as Colonel 
Ewbank said. Now, we are programing the other part of the club 
facilities. 

Mr. Harpy. You know very well, General, it would have been less 
expensive to have planned the thing and built it all at one time, in- 
stead of coming along here and putting on an addition before you 
even get the original “facilities built. It just looks to me like it is 
aw fully poor planning. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to it. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection the item is approved. 

The next one is Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, N. Mex. 

Colonel Ewsank. Correct. That is on page 49 in volume 2, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The fifth of these locations is Holloman Air Force Base. Alamo- 
gordo, N. Mex., is located 6 miles east, northeast of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for research and dev elopment in the 
field of guided missiles; research in space biology and human decel- 
eration problems. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the amount of $11,869,000. 

One item includes the rehabilitation of a portion of an existing 
runway. 

Eight items include laboratories, shops, assembly buildings and 
solar furnace facilities in suport of the research and development 
program. 

The remaining five items include a civilian dining hall, officers’ 
quarters, chapel education wing, electric distribution lme, and addi- 
tion to the sanitary sewage treatment and disposal plant. 

We are requesting $11,869,000 of new authorization for this instal- 
lation. 

Mr. Mitier. How about the Grand Turk facility? What is that? 

Colonel Ewsank. Those are satellites of Patrick Air Force Base, 
sir, and we will come to that when we get to Patrick in the bill. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. That is your testing place, is it not ? 

Colonel Ewnanx. That is correct; yes, sir. 

The Carman. Mr. Van Zandt 

Mr. Van Zanpt. General, what progress is being made to eliminate 
the wartime construction at Holloman ? 

General Renrz. In this program very little replacements are in- 
cluded. We have some on requests in there, on the second page. That 
is a replacement for those tarpaper shacks that they have had out 
there. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is what I had in mind. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; that is a replacement. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Sooner or later they are going to fall down if you 
don’t replace them. 

General Renvrz. That is correct, and we are spending a lot of money 
maintaining that type. 

The Cuamman. This provides for new construction there ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 
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Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nev. Community 
facilities, $206,000. 

Colonel Eweank. That is on page 65 in your red book, Mr. Chair- 
man. The sixth of these locations is Indian Springs Air Force Base. 
Indian Springs, Neyv., is located 1 mile east of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for testing special weapons. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item in this program in the amount of $206,000. This 
item includes a multipurpose recreation facility. 

The Cuarrman. What is that 

Colonel Ewsanx. This is a building of 10,000 feet that will pro- 
vide a small gymnasium. It will provide a place for them to show 
movies. It will allow them to have any other type of recreation—— 

The Cuairrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is required. 

The Cuairman. The next one is Kirtland Air Force Base, Albu- 
querque, N. Mex. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is on page 67, Mr. Chairman. The seventh 
of these locations is Kirtland Air Force Base. Albuquerque, N. Mex., 
is located 2 miles northwest of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for research and development activi- 
ties, an Air Defense Command fighter-interceptor mission, and an 
Air National Guard fighter-intere eptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the amount of $2,823,000. 

Three items are in support of the ADC fighter-interceptor mission 
and include rocket storage, ammunition storage, and electrification 
for ground support. 

The remaining three items am for base support and include officers’ 
quarters, chi apel, and exchange facilities. 

The Cuarman. Now, this is for storage space, officers’ quarters 
and chapel. 

The primary items in this authorization request, Mr. Chairman, are 
in support of the fighter-interceptor unit located at Kirtland. 

The Cuarrman,. All right, without objection the item is approved. 

Now, the next is the Lawrence G. Hanscom Field. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir on page 7 in the red book. The eighth 
of these locations is L. G. Hanscom Field. Bedford, Mass., is located 
2 miles north, northeast of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for research and development activi- 
ties, an Air Defense Command fighter-interceptor mission, and a 
CONAC Reserve fighter-bomber mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the amount of $4,029,000. 

Five items are in support of the Air Defense Command fighter-in- 
terceptor mission and include a ready aircraft shelter, roc ket storage, 
ammunition storage, and electrification for ground support. 

One item prov ides a jet test cell for aircraft engine maintenance. 

One item provides a research and development facility consisting 
of an electronics laboratory. 

The remaining three items are for base.support and include an edu- 
cation wing ‘for the existing chapel, utilities, and land acquisition 
(items 7, 8, and 11). 
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The CratrMan. Now, operational and training facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply fa- 
cilities, community facilities, utilities and ground improv ements, and 
land acquisition. How muc h land do you propose to acquire there? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. Page 76 is the item itself. 26 acres, Mr. 
Chairman, for $15,000. This is for an airborne electronic laboratory 
to provide facilities for a classified mission there. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is esate 

Now, the next is Patrick Air Force Base. Now, as I said just awhile 
ago, in going over it, we decided the facts didn’t warrant to authorize 
but $2,962,000, against $2,988,000. What did we leave out, Mr, Kelle- 
her ¢ 

Mr. Bray. What page is that? 

Colonel Ewranx. That is on page 90, sir. 

Patrick Air Force Base. The tenth of these locations is Patrick 
Air Force Base. Cocoa Beach, Fla., is located 2 miles north of this 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for research, development, and test- 
ing and as a long-range proving ground for guided missiles. 

The committee has been prov ided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the amount of $2,962,000, 

Two items provide operational facilities which consist of a base 
communications building and telephone-support facilities. 

Two items provide an education wing for the existing chapel and a 
commissary (items 3 and 4). 

One item provides for the purchase of land for an instrumentation 
site, 

Included within the total program for Patrick is the sum of $1,962,- 
000 for downrange sites. The items included areas follows: 

Cape Canaveral missile test annex. Two items are included which 
provide for a guided-missile control station and rehabilitation of a 
road (items land2). 

Grand Bahama Auxiliary Air Force Base. Three items provide 
instrumentation stations in support of research and development. 

One item provides civilian quarters. 

Grand Turk Auxiliary Air Force Base. One item provides a 
research and development 1 facility. 

Two utility items provide an electric line and additional water sup- 
ply (items 2 and3). 

Mayaguana Auxiliary Air Force Base. One item provides a camera 
tower for research and deve ‘lopment. 

San Salvador Auxiliary Air Force Base. Two items provide camera 
towers and a radar station for research and development. One item 
provides erosion control. 

Mr. Kettener. That change was an internal adjustment made after 
the bill was printed, Mr. Chairman, for land. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Are we sound on that? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. We are, Mr. Chairman. 

The CrHarrman. Then it is all right to put $2,962,000, 

Mr. Bennerr. What are we leavi ing out ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Land. 
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Colonel Ewsanx. That is right, one land item, that we deleted, 
as it isan internal adjustment. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Air Force Training Command. Now, 
tell the committee briefly “what Air Force Training Command is. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, right there, General, I wish you would again 
repeat the 3 commands that are fixed by statutes, the 8 commands in 
the Air Force that are fixed by statute that we require to have. What 
are they ¢ 

General Rentz. Strategic Air Command, Tactical Air Command, 
and Air Defense Command. 

The CuatrmMan. Air Defense Command. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They are fixed by law ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. That you have to have those commands. 

General Renrz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The balance of your commands you build up your- 
self ¢ 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now go ahead and tell us about this 
Air Training Command. 

General Rentz. The Air Training Command. The mission of this 
command is to provide fiying training leading—— 

The Cuamman. Members, let’s have order now, please. 

General Rentz. Leading to aeronautical rating, aircrew training, 
basic and advanced technical training leading to an Air Force speci- 
alty, basic military training, mobile training and such other train- 
ing as may be directed by the Chief of Staff. 

Now, this program contains a requiest for $59,997,000 for Air Train- 
ing Command and provides facilities at 21 ‘locations. However, in- 
cluded within the above total is $40,686,000 for the Air Training 
Command and $19,311,000 for units of other major commands, 

Of the $40,686,000 for the Air Training Command, $16,326,000 will 
provide for the expansion of runways for the fiying training at four 
bases and two auxiliary fields, and the balance of the $24,360,000 will 
provide all base support facilities for the Air Training Command, 
modernization of a USAF pilot training program at 3 locations, and 
—— of the combat crew training capability at 2 loctions. 

The $19,311,000 for units of other major commands that are going 
on these training command basis consists of $10,689,000 to accom- 
modate Strategic Air Command heavy bomber mission at 3 locations 
in the training command; $8 499.000 for redevelopment of the Air 
Defense Command fighter-interceptor mision at 3 locations. And 
$123,000 for an ADC fighter-interceptor mission presently located on 
one of the training command bases. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, let’s start at Amarillo. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question before we get 
into the projects? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What is the status of the Air Force program where- 
by you train pilots under contract with civilians? 

General Rentz. That is still in effect, sir, for the primary training, 
yes, sir. 
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Mr. Van Zanpr. Any money in this program here / 

General Renz. No, sir. That type of base would not be reflected 
in this program, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, in that connection, how many private schools 
give the basic training for the Air Force? 

General Renz. Seven ¢ 

Colonel EwnaNnk. Seven primary. 

General Renrz. Seven primary basic contract schools. 

The CHarman. That is right. And you make a contract with the 
school, and he brings the cadet up to a certain point. 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. You pay so much a student? 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The CHatrmMan. Now, give the committee the information how 
much you pay per student. 

General Rentz. For the primary training 

The CuHarrman. Yes, the primary training. 

General Rentz. Do you know—— 

The Cuatmrman. Now here is a man from the street and goes out 
and says he wants to be a pilot flier and he goes through the process 
and you accept him and then you tender him to the se school for train- 
ing—isn’t that the way it is done? 

Genel vo Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuairman. You don’t let him go there on his own volition ¢ 

Ganetel Rentz. No, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. You have to send him there ¢ 

General Rentz. That is correct. He has to be selected and tested 
and go through preflight and then he goes to the contract schools. 

The Cuarrman. Now, he is an enlisted man, isn’t he? He is an en- 
listed man when he goesin?’ He is enlisted in the service. 

General Rentz. That is right. He is an aviation cadet, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

He is an aviation cadet. 

General Rentz. That is right. 

The Cuarman. And this brings him on up in his training. How 
much do you pay per student ? 

General Renz. I would have to get that information. 

The CuarrMan. You get that information. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Because it is very expensive, we all know. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, one question: General, are we ex- 
panding the number of schools in this program or are we shrinking it ? 

General Rentz. No, sir, we are not expanding. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Maintaining—— 

General Rentz. The flying training rate is projected to go slightly 
downward, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now—— 

General Rentz. With the new force strength. 

Mr. Brooks. Where are the schools located, General ? 

Colonel Darsy. Bainbridge, Ga.; Bartow, Fla.; Graham, Fla.; 
Hondo, Tex.; Malden, Mo.; Moore, Tex.; and Spence, Ga. 
Mr. Bennett. Are those the cities? 
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The CuairMan. What place in Georgia? Spence? 

Colonel Darsy. Spence. 

Mr. Bates. Two of them, 2 out of 7. 

Mr. Rivers. Did you mention Moultry ? 

The Cuarmrman. Moultry is the one I think there. 

Mr. Rivers. Did you mention Moultry ? 

Colonel Darsy. No, sir. 

General Rentz. That is § Spence. 

Colonel Darsy. We call it Spence Air Base, but it is near Moultry. 

The Cuarrman. All right. This training is taking place on some 
Government-owned activity, is that right ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. On some airfield that has been abandoned ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. And then you make a contract with some private 
concern to train these men to a certain point ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Then after they finish, they then go back to the Air 
Force. 

General Rentz. That is correct. We take them over after they 
complete their primary and put them in a regular Air Force school, 
sir. 

The CuatrmMan. And he starts off as an aviation cadet. 

General Renz. Aviation cadet or a ROTC graduate who has ap- 
plied for training, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Then you cull them out, all down 
the line, until at last you give him his wings as a pilot. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. When does he get his wings as a pilot ¢ 

General Renrz. After the second phase of training. After he goes 
through primary, he goes into basic, and after graduation from basic 
flying then he gets his wings, sir. 

The CHarrMan. I see. 

Mr. Rivers. When he finishes basic, he will learn how to fly a T-33 ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Rivers. 

The Cratrman. What about this land acquisition at Amarillo? 

Mr. Gavin. Before you get on to that, may I ask a question? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. Tell us something about your training program, Gen- 
eral, for close ground support for the infantry. What kind of a pro- 
gram are you carrying out and how are you cooperating with the 
Army ? Give us an idea of what you are doing along those lines. 

General Rentz. We have a school especially set up to train jointly 
Army and Air Force personnel to effect close air-ground coordination. 
This school had previously been at Southern Pines in North Carolina. 
It is now located at Kessler Field, Miss. They will take selected offi- 
cers of higher grades and on down to captains and send them jointly 
through this 6- to 8-week course, where the Air Force and the ground 
force get together and work out the techniques to be developed, and 
the communication systems that will be used to direct close support 
of ground units. 

The school has graduated thousands of Air Force and Army per- 
sonnel, and it has been a ve ry, very excellent school for the two serv- 
ices. 
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Mr. Gavix. What about the particular type of plane that maybe 
the Army might require for close ground support? In other words, 
you are t alking about missiles now and looking to the Army to use 
missiles. 

But in all of this discussion, how are you going to use missiles un- 
less you have a particular type of plane that can go out and spot your 
target on reconnaissance to know where you are going to fire your 
missiles ? 

You have fast interceptor fighting planes and you have the fastest 
bombers, but has any consideration been given to some particular type 
of plane for the Army that can go out that is attached to the division 
to give them that knowledge of the terrain that they require to use 
the missiles? Is any thought being given by the Air Force along that 
line? 

General Rentz. I wouldn’t limit my thinking to missiles, Mr. Ga- 
vin. The Tactical Air Command is charged with the close support of 
Army units, and continues to maintain in their inventory the type of 
aircraft which we think is effective for ground support. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes—— 

General Rentz. Now, Colonel Darby from Operations may have 
something to say about that. 

Colonel Darsy. We have tactical reconnaissance wings that are in 
the Tactical Air Command, Mr. Gavin, and they perform just the 
function that you outlined. 

Mr. Gavin. That is if they would be available. That is it. They 
are not attached to them, but they are available—if they are available 
the Army could call upon them. But supposing the centralized con- 
trol of a particular area would be making great demands and the Air 
Force wouldn’t have the planes available. 

What I am interested in: what can the Army depend upon in the 
way of combat fighter craft that is attached to them, that they will 
have available? They say they are available. Supposing an Army 
commander calls on them and they are not available. What about 
that ? 

[ realize you don’t have enough to go around, to pursue the same 
technique that the Marine Corps has of attac ‘hing a tactical air wing 
to S ry infantry division, because that would run into a lot of money 
but I do think you ought to have at least one pilot operation and 
develop that tec hnique so that in the event we are alerted at any time, 
we could Say “Here it is” and we could move in and deve ‘lop all the 
necessary aircraft to give the infantry that kind of support. 

I don’t know whether you have—the Army has to depend upon the 
centralized control] 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Rather than the Army commander having available, 
attached to his infantry division, that kind of fighter support that 
he thinks he needs. 

The Cuairnman. Well, in that connection, my thought was that 
due to all those points raised by Mr. Gavin, the Army is already de- 
veloping its own ground defense. Isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Gavin. No; they are restricted in the size of the plane— 

The Cuarrman. Thatisright. Perhaps they ought to be restricted. 
But nevertheless it gives a pretty good protection to the ground 
troops; does it not? 








General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, I would like to mention that what 
Mr. Gavin said is exactly what we are effecting in this air-ground 
school that we run jointly with the Army, which is under the control 
of Tactical Air Command. They work out the problems exactly as 
you mentioned them, Mr. Gavin, with the assignment of specific air- 
craft against a given mission. 

The Cramman. We will go into all that a little bit later. Let’s 
go-—— 

Mr. Gavin. How long have you been doing this?) How long has 
this program been going on ? 

General Renz. I would say 4 years, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I think you better give it very intense concern, because 
I think it is very important that man on the ground be given that 
type of protection to which he is entitled. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. Regardless of what kind of aircraft is nec essary. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think we should strike out $5,109,000 and put 
in lieu of it $4,785,000. There is no objection on the part of the 
Department to it, is there? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is correct. That is an internal adjustment, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Without objection, that item is reduced. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to ask a question here. 

In looking over these items, apparently there isn’t anything 1 in here 
for construction for the Training Command; is that correct ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Ever ything has to do with your dispersal activities. 

General Renvz. No, sir. An ADC unit there, Mr. H: urdy—an air 
defense interceptor unit is going into Amarillo, the same as an SAC 
unit is. 

Mr. Harpy. Let me make this inquiry. What are you going to do 
to house these people? Where is your request for family housing to 
serve these additional people that are coming in there? 

General Rentz. We have no family housing presently at Amarillo, 
except five appropriated units. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, when you get these SAC people you are 
going to have to have some, won’t you ? 

Colonel Trourman. I am Colonel Troutman. 

The CHamman. Come around, Colonel, if you are going to testify. 

Colonel Trourman. There will be a project, which is being devel- 
oped at the moment. We don’t know what size it is yet. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

You are going to ‘have to have housing for your ADC and your 
SAC both. 

General Rentz. Family housing, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And you are going to have to have an additional en- 
listed men’s housing. 

General Rentz. Enlisted for family troop housing? 

Mr. Harpy. Also troop housing. 

General Rentz. No, sir. We have ample at Amarillo to take care 
of it, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. Let me inquire about this. You have the same situa- 
tion existing at every one of these bases that are hooked into your 
dispersal program; is that correct? All right, let’s just take another 
one. Here is one a while ago, Griffis. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Aren’t you going to have to build family housing there 
to accommodate the SAC people when they get in? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, it increases the family-housing require- 
ment. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, what is happening with respect to the family 
housing available on the bases where these people are coming from? 

General Rentz. We have made internal adjustments. When we 
send a unit out, we are moving other units in to get maximum utiliza- 
tion of all the family housing and all the facilities as far as possible. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, when you are moving a SAC unit out and put 
it down at Amarillo or wherever you move it from, what are you 
moving in to take its place ? 

General Rentz. We would have to give you a specific example, Mr. 
Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Let’s take one. 

Colonel Darsy. Yes, sir. 

The SAC unit that is going in to Amarillo is coming from Walker 
Air Force Base in New Mexico. 

At Walker Air Force Base we are placing a fighter wing to use 
the facilities vacated by the unit that is going to Amarillo. 

Mr. Harpy. Where are you getting that fighter wing from? 

Colonel Darpy. Actually, I shouldn't have said fighter wing. It 
is a TAC reconnaissance wing that is returning from overseas. It 
comes back from USAFE. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, you mean that one, then, is going to be an extra 
one that we are going to have here? Isn’t something going over to 
replace it? 

Colonel Darsy. No, sir, it is just a change in deployments. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. We are going to have less—we are going to 
have that group that is not going to be over in Europe? You mean 
Brother Norstad is going to let them come back without getting re- 
placements for them ? 

Colonel Darsy. The change in deployment is acceptable, Mr. 
Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. You are going to reduce 

The Cuatrman. Now 

Mr. Harpy. Just a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

You are going to reduce the fighter support that Norstad has avail- 
able to him over there now ? 

Colonel Darsy. When we go into executive session, could we discuss 
these deployments ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. All right. I don’t want to get into too much detail. 

The Cuairnman. In other wor ds, Mr. Hardy is trying to prove— 
and of course it naturally follows that when you switch them about 
and move them some place, you are going to have some housing at 
some places that you won’t have any units for? 

Colonel Darny. Y es, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. You are not just going to have some, but you will have 
a whole flock of them. You are reducing your fighter wings that vou 
have by how many? 

The Cuarrman. Well, I don’t know that- 

Mr. Harpy. No, we heard testimony on that. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

So you certainly had somewhere else you could have put that fighter 
wing. 

Colonel Darsy. Yes, sir, but on these units where the fighter—you 
have to follow the thing all the way through. We consider where 
the fighter wings are now. Some of those bases we are developing 
for the Strategic Air Command, and they are using those facilities. 
Then we take the fighter wing and put it where the unit is moving 
from, you see? 

Mr. Harpy. The Air Force has changed the mission of more in- 
stallations in the last 4 years than all of the services combined ever 
did in all its previous history, I do believe. 

General Rentz. Mr. Hardy, I think that is a natural development. 
When we went into the dispersal concept, naturally it changed the 
mission at a number of bases. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, General, I am sure that is true, but we have had 
so much of this going on here for so long, we are going to wake up 
and find that we built permanent facilities in a lot of places and 
pretty soon we are going to have them running out of our ears at places 
we can’t possibly use them. That is the thing that is bothering me. 

General Rentz. I think, Mr. Hardy, that we can set your mind at 
ease in executive session when we show you the deployment of forces. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I hope you can, General, but I am inclined to 
doubt that you will be able to ‘do it, for one reason, and that is because 
I don’t know whether we are going to be able to get into it far enough 
to understand it. 

The Cratrman. There is going to be a further reduction, Mr. 
Hardy. There has already been sent to the committee a confidential 
document showing what will happen to the three services, and not 
only dispersal. 

Mr. Harpy. It certainly has been sent to the chairman and not the 
rest of the members of the committee. 

The CuatrMan. It came in this morning and will be relayed to you 
at the proper time. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that a disarmament program, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. No, this is an economy program, and probably in 
the light of sufficient justification to keep them there. 

Without objection, this item is reduced to $4,785,000. 

Now, the next is Craig Air Force Base at Selma, Ala. 

I particularly want to invite your attention to acquiring the new 
auxiliary field. 

Col. Ewsank. The second of these locations is Craig Air Force 
Base. Selma, Ala., is located 4 miles north-northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for basic single engine training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,193,000. 
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The three items included in the total program consist generally of 
provisions of a runway and land for new auxiliary base for jet 
operations. 

The Cuatrman. What is the necessity or need of acquiring that 
new auxiliary field ? 

Colonel Ewsank. This is on page 134, Mr. Chairman. This 
auxiliary field is needed in support of the new training mission at 
Craig. It is a basic single-engine training school utilizing T-33 type 
aircraft. They will have roughly 145 of this type of aircraft at 
Craig. The auxiliary field is used in training the student in take- 
offs and landings. 

To give you an example of the number of landings that are required 
in 1 day, operating on an 18-hour day basis it runs upwards of some— 
approximately 2 aircraft every minute around the clock for either 
touchdown or takeoffs. This would completely saturate your home 
base. Therefore, we require an auxiliary field in order to allow us 
to get this training. 

Mr. Harpy. What other facilities are you going to have to build up 
there ¢ 

Colonel Ewrpank. Sir? 

Mr. Harpy. What other facilities— 

Colonel Ewspank. The only facilities we will require is a runway 
and a taxiway. That is all you have. 

Mr. Harpy. Your estimated future authorizations were just about 
$4 million. When do you expected to have to add to them? 

General Renz. That is on Craig Air Force Base proper, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. So you are not anticipating anything extra on this 
auxiliary ¢ 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Colonel Ewnanxk. No, sir. 

General Rentz. There will not be any personnel stationed at the 
auxiliary field. 

The CHamman. Then let’s see. How much in the book does the 
auxiliary field cost ? 

Colonel Ewrank. The auxiliary field costs, for the runway and 
the associated taxiway, $2,122,000, plus the land for the field—tfee 
purchase, $30,000 and the clearance easements to protect the runway 
ends, $32,000. 

The Cuatrman, What is the total number of acres required for the 
auxiliary field ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The total number of acres required in fee is 
390 acres, Mr. Chairman, and clearance easements for runway ends 
are 545 acres. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, your next item, without objection. 

The next is Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Tex., land acquisi- 
tion, $8,000. 

Now I marked that out. Let me see if I am on sound grounds. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; we marked that out. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Yes; that was an Air Force internal adjustment, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarman. All right, without objection, that goes out. 
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Mr. Keviever. Mr. Chairman, I believe it isn’t exactly the same as 
the other internal adjustments. In the latter part of the bill, in the 
general provisions, there is request for authority to acquire land up 
to $25,000 without specific authority. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I don’t think we want to do that. 

Mr. Ketiener. I believe it is dependent on the success of getting 
that authority that this item is stricken. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, he has bogged his horse down, and he 
probably won’t be lifted out. 

Mr. Ketiener. It is a $5,000 limitation today. 

Mr. Kitpay. We provide $ $5,000 ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Without any authorization at all, specific authoriza- 
tion ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t think the committee will do that. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if this thing is predicated on that 
proposition, I want to be warned right now, because I am going 
to oppose suc ‘+h general authority. 

The Cuatrman. I think we will accomplish both items, by striking 
this out and striking the other out. 

General Rentz. This is not predicated on that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kevieuer (aside.) 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Tex. 

Colonel Ewrank. It is on page 143, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Of the book ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

The third of these locations is Goodfellow Air Force Base. San 
Angelo, Tex., is located 1 mile nortwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for basic single engine training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the amount of 
$489,000. 

The three items included in this program consist of an instrument 
landing system, a control tower, and an airmen service club for the 
support of the base mission. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. Are we putting ILAS equipment in 
all our fields now? 

Colonel Ewsanx. The majority of our fields, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And you still have GCA ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir; at all the fields where we are training 
in T 33 —type aircraft, they are all equipped with TILAS equipment. 

The Cuamman. I haven’t been hearing any answers or any ques- 
tions. Did you ask him a question ? 

Pardon me, go ahead. Did you have a question, Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bares. Yes; the Colonel knows the question. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir; we are using the ILAS facilities at the 
majority of our bases and at the bases where we are training our basic 
students in T-33’s the ILAS is utilized. It is part of their training. 

Mr. Bares. All right, Mr. Chairman. | 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, sir. 
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Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is Harlingen Air Force Base, $424,000. What 
page in the book is that ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is on page 146, Mr. Chairman. 

The fourth of these locations is Harlingen Air Force Base. Har- 
lingen, Tex., is located approximately 3.5 miles southwest of the base. 

The planned use of thie fens is for observer training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to items in this program in the total amount of $424,000. 

Six items included for base support are a airmen service club and 
five separate land fee purchase items. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, now, what is this item for, $424,000; club 
service ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. $262,000. What do you mean by club service? 

Colonel Ewnank. That is a service club for the airmen. Presently, 
they are in a 7,600 square-foot building. It is old an “T/O” type of 
structure. It is entirely too small to conduct the special service func- 
tions that are required for airmen. 

The Cuarrman. And the balance of it is for purchase of lands ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. How many total acres / 

Colonel Ewnank. We have a total here of approximately 162 acres 
180 acres. 

The Cuamman. Tell us what is the main military mission of this 
base ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The main military mission of this base is a basic 
observer training mission. They have T-29 type aircraft—the Con- 
vair type air planes where they train observers and bombardier per- 
sonnel. 

The CuarrmMan. How large a personnel have you there / 

Colonel Ewrank. We have a large complement, approximately 
4,000 people at this installation. 

The CuarrMan. Well, now, how many enlisted men are you mak- 
ing observers ¢ 

Colonel Ewnank. Students, 670 there. We have a total of officers 
of—8s46 students and 749 permanent party. 

The CuarrMan. Whiy is it necessary to have more land ? 

Colonel Ewnank. It is necessary to have this land in order to pro- 
tect the clear zones at the end of our runways. This is an area off 
the parallel runway that we have not as yet protected in the clear zone. 

The Cuarmman. Do you have many observers in the Air Force ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ewsank. All of our tactical bombardment wings and all 
of the Strategic Air Command wings utilize observers. 

The CramMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

Why have you this land broken down into four items? 

Colonel Payne. Mr. Hardy, they are for different purposes. For 
instance, land fee purchase, Air Force, 20 acres, and 34 acres, which 
are for each end of the east-west runway, and the 107 acres is for 
another runway. What we do is break those up so that each one will 
be a complete project in itself. 
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Mr. Harpy. Well now, it also serves the dual purpose of making it 
possible not to have to come back to the committee. 

Colonel Payne. No, sir; this will come back to the subcommittee for 
title 6 clearance, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Your six and nine thousand dollar items. 

Colonel Payne. In this ease the $116,000 plus $15,000 plus $9,000 and 
$8,000 will all be combined in one project when it comes before the 
committee. 

The CHamman. Be sure to send it all back, because the way you 
break it down, you probably could have avoided 

Mr. Harpy. That would all be in one project for the committee. 

Colonel Payne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It wouldn’t necessarily be so, would it Colonel ? 

Colonel Payne. In this case, sir—For instance, if this committee 
deleted one of the line items so that the total remaining would remain 
below $25,000, then it would not be necessary. That is one reason we 
break them down, sir, so that if the committee here deleted- 

Mr. Harpy. The reason I raised the question—I want to ask Mr. 
Kelleher about that. 

Haven’t we had some separation of these items, Mr. Kelleher ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. Harpy. I am sure we have. When I saw it broken down like 
this, I anticipated that was the reason for it. 

Mr. Ke.iener. It is not a common occurrence. 

Colonel Payne. No, sir, it is not to avoid committee clearance. It 
is to put each line item in separately. 

Mr. Harpy. The first item is for the relocation of the road. What 
other costs are we going to be asked to pay in connection with that 
relocation ? 

Colonel Payne. When the road that goes through the middle of the 
clear zone in that case is closed, an existing county road will be used. 

Mr. Harpy. I have one other item I did want to ask him about. 

You have one item on there that has to do with removing an ob- 
struction which is involved in connection with an unused new water 
tank. Tellus what that is about. 

Colonel Payne. Which item is that, sir? 

Mr. Harpy. I thought I saw something there 

An extremely serious hazard is present due to a 15-foot high dike surrounding 
a new unused water reservoir which bisects the clear zone. 

How did that come about ? 

General Rentz. It is a now-unused reservoir, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Just one other question. 

What else is it going to cost besides the acquisit ion of the land to 
move that tour ¢ 
Colonel Payne. I didn’t understand the question. 

Mr. Harpy. What is going to be the additional cost besides the land 
‘quisition here ? 

Colonel Payne. There are none contemplated, 

Mr. Harpy. All right, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection— 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, you are certain you are going to have 
enough land at this base that you are not going to come up ‘here in a 
couple of years and ask for any additional requirements / 
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General Rentz. Mr. Gavin—— 

Mr. Gavin. It is pk anned ahead, so you are taking care of the base ¢ 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Gavin. 

The Cnatrman. All right, without objection, it is approved. 

Now, the next one is James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Tex. 

Now, I have a note to strike that out. 

Colonel Ewsnank. That is on page 154, Mr. Chairman. The fifth 
of these locations is James Connally Air Force Base; Waco, Tex., is 
located approximately 5 miles south-southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for navigational training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to items in this program in the total amount of $191,000. 

The item included in this program consists of a commissary store 
for base support. 

Mr. Ketiener. It is a replacement commissary. 

C olone | Ewsank. One item, a commissary repli wcement item. They 
are now utilizing an old mobilization building. 

The Cramman. And we are warranted in str iking that one out. 

Now, the next one is Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Miss. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is on page 156, Mr, Chairman. The sixth 
of these locations is Keesler Air Force Base. Biloxi, Miss., is located 
1 mile east of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for technical school training, 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in the total amount of $2,209,000. 

The three items included in this program for base support are air 
conditioning of technical training buildings, officers’ quarters, and 
chapel base. 

The Crarrman. All right. This is for classrooms, barracks, and 
chapel. 

General Renvz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. I would like to mention, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Air Ground School that had previously been located at Southern 
Pines has moved down to Keesler. That is a requirement that gen- 
erated the officers’ quarters here. 

The Cuarrman. What did you do with the facilities at Southern 
Pines ¢ 

General Rentz. It burned down, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cratrman. Did they burn down ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. It was a leased facility. 

The Cuatrman. This item is approved. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. What 
is the reason for the need for the new classrooms ? 

General Rentz. These are not new classrooms, Mr. Price. This 
is air conditioning of existing classrooms that were built in 1941. 
We are bringing more very complex electronics equipment into these 
old classrooms. 

Mr. Price. What I am getting at: You are not moving anything 
from any other training center into this base ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. It is a radar training station mission that 
we always had. 
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Mr. Krrcenen. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question in connec- 
tion with that ! 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kircuen. In order to get the record straight, I think you said 
the reason for this expenditure at the Keesler base is that the facility 
at Southern Pines burned ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. The chairman asked me what happened 
to the facility. 

Mr. Krrcuen. I understood you. I thought you answered his 
uestion as to why it was necessary to go to Keesler and you said the 
acility burned at Southern Pines. As a matter of fact, it had been 

moved to Keesler before the burning took place ? 

General Rentz. That is right, sir. We had the building prepared 
for that move last year. 

The CHarrman. What are you doing with the property down there 
at Southern Pines? 

Mr. Ketiener. It was leased, Mr. Chairman. 

General Renrz. That was leased property, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. That was leased property ¢ 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. I see. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Ariz. 

Colonel Ewpank. This is on page 168, Mr. Chairman. 

The seventh of these locations is Luke Air Force. Litchfield Park, 
Ariz., is located 1 mile south of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for advance flying training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,110,000. 

The 7 items included in the total program consists generally of 
the provisions of an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop, ammo 
storage, airmen service club, exchange sales store, storm drainage dis- 
posal and 2 land items of fee purchase for base support. 

Colonel Ewpsanx. Luke Air Force Base is one of our advanced 
flying schools. 

Mr. Reese. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CuarrMan. Tell us about Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Ariz. 

Colonel Ewsank. This installation is one of our advanced flying 
schools, Mr. Chairman. We are requesting $2,110,000 of new author- 
ization here. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next one is Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento. 

Colonel Ewranxk. That is on page 179. The eighth of these loca 
tions is Mather Air Force Base. Sacramento Calif., is located 9 
miles west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is advanced observation flying train 
ing, and a SAC dispersal mission. iets 

Twelve items support the SAC dispersal mission assigned to the 
base. Included in this group are additional operational apron, blast 
deflectors, squadron operations, large aircraft maintenance docks, 
aircraft maintenance shop, demineralized water and base ammo stor- 
age, squadron headquarters, airmen dormitories, and land to support 
SAC items. 
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The remainder of the program provides an officer quarters for base 
support. 

The Cuatrman. How much land do we propose to acquire there? 

Colonel Ewsanx. We propose to buy 211 acres, Mr. Chairman. 
This land that you see here on page 180 is in support of the SAC 
mission that we are putting in at Mather. 

The CuarrMan. Now, off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

General Rentz. Dispersal at existing operational Air Force bases, 
sir. 

The CHatrman. And we were going to try to disperse it and it 
wouldn’t have cost probably as much as all of this that you have in 
here now, on dispersal. But, of course, it run the gauntlet of the 
Air Force and therefore they had to pass it away. A long time ago 
[ found out you can’t win these things unless you have the support 
of the Air Force, the Navy, or the Army. The man on the Hill who 
has an idea about dispersal may be well founded, but it won’t get 
anywhere unless it is in accord with the general picture that is 
predominant in the minds of those who control the matter. 

Mr. Gavin. The Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. The Air Force. Now, without objection, the item 
is approved. 

The next one is McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kans. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is on page 195. The ninth of these loca- 
tions is McConnell Air Force Base. Wichita, Kans., is located 1 
mile north-northwest of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for combat crew training. 

The committe has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$763,000. 

The projects included in the total program consist generally of 
officers’ quarters, commissary store, and hazards removal for the 
protection of the existing runways. This is a training command 
installation. At this particular installation we train our B-47 crews. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Without objection 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask one question. 

You have store commissary. You have one there now? 

Colonel Ewsank. Presently they are using a portion of an old 
warehouse, Mr. Bray. 

General Renrz. And we have 490 title VIII houses going into 
McConnell, which will concentrate the people more on the base. They 
have been living in the neighborhood surrounding area. 

The Coamman. Now—— 

Mr. Bray. After all, a commissary is a place where you sell gro- 
ceries, and things like that ; isn’t it? 

Colonel Ewnank. Meats and that type of thing; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I can’t see—you talk about the morale of the service. 
I brought this up time after time during the program. I am happy 
to see that some of them have been crossed out. But time after time 
you run into that matter of a commissary. Now, a commissary—I 
don’t see any necessity in building an especially fine commissary when 
now there are so many vital things we need to build. 














2134 


Someone mentioned about morale of the troops. I ” ver noticed 
any special morale about where you buy your food, it is good 
food, and I don’t see that this has anything to do with th: af 

The CuHatrman. May I say— 

Mr. Gavin. How many men do you expect to have 

The CHarrman. I will say that at 1 or 2 more places in the bill I 
think we can afford to leave out the commissaries. 

Mr. Bray. I am very happy we are leaving them out. I have been 
giving this a lot of thought and going somewhat into the costs. Now 
you he ave a commissary for $316,000. You can build a very nice store 
for $316,000. 

General Rentz. yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. To serve a lot more people than you are serving there. 
At least I hope in the future, when you bring this bill here, your 
engineers or whoever makes these plans, will have a little more idea of 
economy. 

Mr. Gavin. How many men do you expect to eventually have at this 
base, General, civilians and your enlisted ? 

General Rentz. Over 5,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Now the next one—without objection, the item is 
approved. 

Mr. Gavin. You need a commissary there, I believe, with 5,000. 

The Cuarrman. I have one right here we will ask the committee to 
take out in a minute. 

The next one is Moody Air Force Base, $938,000. 

Colonel Ewsank. The 10th of these locations is Moody Air Force 
Base. Valdosta, Ga., is located 10 miles southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for advance flying school. The com- 
mittee has been provided with detailed information with respect to 
the items included in this program in the total amount of $938,000. 

The four items included for base support in the total program con- 
sist generally of the provisions of a special weapons training building, 
aircraft engine inspection and repair, base cold storage, and an airmen 
service club. 

The CuatrmMan. What is the military mission of Moody Air Force 
Base ? 

Mr. Gavin. Where is this located, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrmMan. Valdosta, Ga. 

General Renrz. It is page 199. 

Mr. Chairman, the mission at this installation is advanced flying 
school for the Air Training Command. e 

Now one of the primary missions at this school is to train our fighter- 
interceptor pilots in the fighter-interceptor aircraft they will use when 
they report to their operating station. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next one is Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas. 

Colonel Ewpank. Page 204, Mr. Chairman. 

The 11th of these locations is Nellis Air Force Base. Las Vegas. 
Nev., is located 8 miles southwest of the base. | 

The planned use of this base is for advance flying school. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$436,000. 
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The items included for base support in this program consist of 
commissary store and an airmen’s service club. 

The CHairman. Community facilities. What constitutes com- 
munity facilities ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. We are requesting $436,000 of new authorization 
for two items—a commissary store and a service club. Now this 
service club is an addition to an existing 8,000-foot building. 

The Cuairman. I think it is a good thing to put this commissary 
out there because you might not have the money if it got in town. 

General Renrz. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Mirurr. It is quite isol: ated, too. 

General Rentz. We have—— 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next one i Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Tex 

Colonel Ewsank. The 12th of these locations is Perrin Air Force 
Base. Sherman, Tex.,j is located 5 miles south-southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for advance flying school. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$460,000, 

The three items included in this program consist of runway over- 
runs, special weapons training and land fee purchase for access to 
ammo storage area. 

The CuarrmMan. Now tell us something more about this air force 
base. 

Mr. Gavin. What page is that in the book? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is on page 207, Mr. Gavin. 

The CHamrmMan. How many men have you there? What is the 
personnel and what is the military—advanced flying school? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Interceptor? 

Colonel Ewnanx. Advanced flying school, and they have a similar 
mission to that at Moody. They are training our interceptor pilots. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. We 
know all about that. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio. We know about that 
one, too. 

Colonel Ewsank. The 13th of these locations is Randolph Air 
Force Base. San Antonio, Tex., is located 15 miles southwest of 
the base. 

The planned use of this base is for training combat tanker and an 
ADC fighter-interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount 
of $2.858.000. 

Six items are included in support of the ADC fighter-interceptor 
mission. These will provide for relocation of instrument landing 
system, an alert hangar, rocket assembly, ADC ammo storage and 
electrification for ground support equipment for the fighter-inter- 
ceptor aircraft. We are asking $2,858,000 at this installation. 

The Cuairman. Now this is one of your main bases, isn’t it / 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

General Ren'rz. That is right, sir. 
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Colonel Ewsank. This is one of our main permanent installations. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. For the record, what air activity have you around 

San Antonio, in that whole section in there? What other ? 

General Renrz. Well, we have Lackland Air Force Base. 

The CHatrman. You have what? 

General Rentz. Lackland Air Force Base. We have the depot we 
previously talked about at Kelly. We have the school of aviation 
medicine going into Brooks. 

The Cuarrman. That is what I wanted to talk to you about. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. What are we doing in regard to that ! 

General Renrz. Brooks, sir ¢ 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

General Rentz. The School of A viation—— 

The Cuatrman. It has been dedicated. 

General Rentz. Sir? 

The Cuarrman. Hasn’t that been dedicated as a school? 

General Rentz. The ground has been broken. It has not been dedi- 
cated. The first two phases have been contracted for, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you are going forward with the medical cen- 
ter there ? 

General Renz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When you use the words “medical center,” just 
what does it encompass? What do you intend? Is it comp: arable to 
Walter Reed or Bethesda for the Air Force ? 

General Renrz. Ina way itis, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarmMan. Go ahead. 

General Renrz. It has another function, and that is to do research 
and t ‘aining at this center. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, you haven’t any medical facilities com- 
parable to Walter Reed and Bethesda in the Air Force, have you? 

General Rentz. No, sir, we do not. 

The Cuatrman. Now why not make this one—that was in my mind 
all the time, that it be designed along that line and be developed along 
that line, to be equivalent and comparable to Walter Reed for the 
Army and Bethesda for the Navy. Brooks—does it get its name from 
our distinguished colleague from Louisiana? [| Laughter. | 

It should be developed with that in view, to my mind. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”’) 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I have some questions. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. General, in this move of the Air Training Headquarters 
from Scott to Randolph, will it be necessary for you to construct any 
additional facilities at Randolph to accommodate that move? 

General Rentz. Mr. Price, the plan I saw very recently anticipates 
no new construction at Randolph. 

Mr. Price. Are there facilities there now large enough to house the 
administration buildings for the Air Training Command ? 

General Renz. Yes, sir. As you know, Randolph has been the 
headquarters of the crew-training Air Force and that is being com- 
bined with the flight-training Air Force which will make the space 
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available there. The strength of that headquarters has been larger 
than the existing T raining C ommand Headquarters. 

Mr. Price. You can give this committee assurance that when you 
move the headquarters of the Air Training Command from Scott Air 
Force Base to Randolph Air Force Base it is not going to be neces- 
sary for you, in the foreseeable future at least, to come in here and 
ask authorization for the construction of facilities to accommodate 
this move? 

The Cuatrman. Now—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, this is very important because of the 
series of moves going on. We want to find out what these moves may 
eventually cost. 

The CrratrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Price. These moves are supposed to be made on an economy 
basis. I want to find out and have some assurance that they are on 
that basis. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, I think Mr. Price should be permitted 
to develop that. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiiay. I am sure you will find that Randolph has not been 
used to capacity for quite some time. 

General Ren'rz. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. The Wherry housing has been facing the danger of 
foreclosure because of lack of oce upancy. 

Mr. Price. That is the justification that has been made to me. I 
just want to have some assurance that those are facts and not just 
justification. Let’s have a comment on it from the general. 

General Ren'rz. The plan that will be put in operation to effect 
these moves does not contemplate any new military construction items. 

The Cuarrman. Now the next one—without objection, Randolph 
is approved. 

Now, I think the next one is a new auxiliary field there at Lubbock, 
Tex. Is it necessary to buy this new auxiliary field ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. Page 219 in the red 
book. 

The 14th of these locations is Reese Air Force Base. Lubbock, Tex., 
is located 6 miles east of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for basic single-engine training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$5,909,000. 

The six items included in the total program consist generally of the 
provision of a parallel runway on base proper and a runway on 
auxiliary base, aviation-fuel storage, clearance easements in the ap- 
proach zones of runways and fee purchase of land for the same 
runways. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is Scott. 

Colonel Ewsank. The 15th of these locations is Scott Air Force 
Base. Shiloh, Ill., is located 3 miles west-northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for technical training and a fighter- 
interceptor mission. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1. 480,000. 

One item included for one fighter-interceptor squadron is electrific: 
tion for ground support equipment in support of Raitier Un iagcomsinr 
aircraft. 

The five items included in the total program for base support. con- 
sist generally of the provision of a chapel, airmen service club, hazard 
removal and easement clearance, required to enable extension of the 
primary runway. 

The CrairMan. Right there, I think we should make a reduction. 

Colonel Eweank. It is on page 227 of the red book, Mr. Cliairman, 

The CHatrMAN. My book shows to reduce it to $827,000, club service 
and chapel. 

Mr. Keivener. Reduce it to $653,000, 

The Cuamman. That is right, reduce it to $653,000. Any objection 
to that / 

General Renrz. I would say this, Mr. Chairman: We do have a club 
service and we do have a chapel in operation now at Scott. The 
chapel was substandard. It isa replacement item. 

The Cuarrman. All right, so I think we can cut it down to $653,000; 
can’t we? 

General Renvz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the reduction is made. 

Now, the next one is Sheppard Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ewranx. The 16th of these locations is Sheppard Air 
Force Base. Wichita Falls, Tex., is located 3 miles south of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for jet indoctrination training, and 
a SAC dispersal mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with re- 
spect. to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,442,000. 

Twenty-three items support the SAC dispersal mission assigned to 
the base. Included are additional operational apron and hydrants, 
blast deflectors, communication receiver and transmitter buildings, 
navigational aids, operation buildings, control tower, aircraft and 
parachute shops; demineralized water, ammo and explosive storage, 
warehouse and replacement of civilian airlines operations building. 

Three items included in the total program consist generally of the 
provisions of general technical training, base chapel, and commissary 
store (items 15, 24, 25). 

The Cuatrman. I am taking out there the commissary at $242,000. 
That would make that item $4,200,000. That is all right on that. It 
won’t hurt anything on that. 

General Rentz. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, the next one is Stead Air Force Base, at Reno. 

Colonel Ewsank. The 17th of these locations is Stead Air Force 
Base. Reno, Nev., is located 10 miles southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for survival training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,945,000. 
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The 3 items included in the total program consist of commissary 
stores, an officers’ quarters, and dining hall. 

The Cuarrman. That is all right. 

Vance Air Force Base, at Oklahoma. 

Colonel Ewspank. The 18th of these locations is Vance Air Force 
Base. Enid, Okla., is located 3 miles north northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for basic single-engine training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in the program in the total amount of 
$1,977,000. 

The 5 items included in the program consist of an extension to the 
base parallel runway and primary runway on auxiliary field, av-fuel 
storage, land fee purchase and clearance easements for the new run- 
way extension on the main base. 

The Cuamman. Now, I think this next should be completely 
stricken out. That is Vincent Air Force Base, Yuma, Ariz. 

Mr. Gavin. What is it now ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. That is on page 275, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gupser. Which page ? 

General Renrz. 275. 

Colonel Ewrank. The 19th of these locations is Vincent Air Force 
Base. Yuma, Ariz., is located 4.5 miles north northwest of the base. 

The planned use of the base is for jet training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $13,- 
156,000. 

Twenty-four items are included to support the training mission of 
this base. These will provide a new parallel runway, strengthen 
apron taxiway, navigational aids, training buildings, A/C and para- 
chute shops, cold storage, 50-bed hospital, « dental clinic, squadron and 
wing headquarters officers quarters, and open mess, sanitary treat- 
ment and disposal plant, land fee purchase and easements clearance 
to provide for items in the program. 

The Cuarrman. All right, any objection to striking that out? 

General Renvrz. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, that Vincent 
has been an ADC base. We were converting Vincent to take care of 
a very much needed training command mission. Now, the flying 
training rate has been reduced slightly. It may be possible to put 
this in the 1959 program and meet the BOB date on that, sir. 

The Cuatrman. W ithout objec tion, it goes out. 

The next is Webb Air Force Base, Tex. That seems to be all right. 

Colonel Ewpank. The 20th of these locations is Webb Air Force 
Base. Big Springs, Tex., is located 2 miles northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for basic single-engine training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,118,000. 

Eight items are included in support of the ADC fighter-interceptor 
mission. These will provide IL system, alert hangar readiness crew 
building, flight simulator, organizational hangar, rocket assembly, 
ADC ammo storage and secur ity fence. 

The two projects included in this program for base support consist 
of service club and exchange store. 








2140 


The Cuairman. The next one is Williams Air Force Base, Chand- 
ler, Ariz. 

Colonel Ewbank, the 21st of these locations is Williams Air Force 
Base. Chandler, Ariz., is located 9 miles west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for advance flying school. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$865,000. 

The four items for base support included in the total program con- 
sist of A/C engine inspection and repair, chapel, land fee purchase 
and restrictive easement for base explosive storage. 

The Cuairman. That seems to be all right. 

Now, members of the committee, that brings us down to Air 
University. 

We will take a recess until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. Thank 
you very much. 

General Rentz. Thank you. 

Colonel Ewnank. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 11:54 a. m., the committee adjourned. ) 


Hovusk or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, June 11, 1957 

The committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10 a. m., Hon. 
Carl Vinson, chairman, presiding. 

The Cuamman. Let the committee come to order. This is a con- 
tinuation of the hearing on H. R. 7130. 

Members of the committee, a few days ago we passed over the item 
on page 38, “United States Air Force Acade my. United States Air 
Force Academy, Colorado Springs, Colo., Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, communication facilities, utilities and ground improvement, 
$21,341,000.” 

Colonel Ewpanx. The second major command to be reviewed is the 
aes States Air Force Academy. The mission of the Air Force 

-ademy is to provide instruction, experience, and motivation to each 
pr so that he will graduate with the knowledge and the qualities 
of leadership required of an officer in the United States Air Force, 
and with a basis for continued development throughout a lifetime of 
service to his country, leading to readiness for responsibilities as a 
future air commander. 

The Air Force Academy will move to the permanent site in Colorado 
Springs, Colo., in the summer of 1958. 

The fiscal year 1958 military construction program includes $21,- 
969,000 to provide additional facilities required for the permanent Air 
Force Academy. 

The Cuarrman. We passed this item over, as I have stated, 
that Mr. Ferry could make a trip to Colorado. He is back. 

Now, we will be glad to have him make any observations he de- 
sires to do so as to the wisdom of this item. 

Mr. Ferry. Thank you, sir. 
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First, let me extend my appreciation to the committee for post- 
poning the hearing for a ‘day to allow me to make this trip. IL just 

returned this morning from Colorado Springs. 

The committee might be interested to know very briefly that the 
job is going, constructionwise, in a very good manner. I am quite 
happy to see the progress, the amount of people on the job, and the 
progress to date. 

We were faced with a threatened iron workers’ strike which would 
have been disastrous to the progress of the job had it gone forward. 
Through the good offices of the Federal mediation people and others, 
this strike was settled on Sunday night and no work interruption 
occurred. 

The request before the members of the committee today for $21,- 
341,000 may come as something of a surprise to them. The items 
fundamentally—the major item is for the establishment of airfield 
facilities at the academy site. The original concept had not contem- 
plated the cadet training, cadet flying training at the academy. 

The recommendations of the Board of Visitors and many other 
people who have been out there and looked into the curriculum at 
the Academy have come up with the very firm recommendations that 
we provide flying training at the Academy site in order that the boys 
may not only become familiar with the business of flying but live in 
aun atmosphe re of airplane flying and associated matters. 

The major portion of this request before you, gentlemen, here is to 
provide apron, runways, taxiways, parking, hangars, and shops, for 
a total of almost $814 million of this $21 million. 

The other large items are the hospital, for $3,600,000, and a chapel 
at approxim: ately $ 3 million. 

The Cuairman. What is the last ? 

Mr. Ferry. A chapel. I should not use the term chapel because 
frankly it is a very much greater structure than any chapel. In fact, 
it becomes a major church. 

As you know the academy students are required to attend church 
as part of their instruction. The arrangements have been made and 
the sizing of the chapel has been made so we can get 2 services 

Catholic, and 2 Protestant, on Sunday, in order to get all the cadets 
a such members of their family who may be visiting into the 
chapel in these 4 services. It is a major structure. 

The CHatrrman. Let me develop this thought. When we passed 
the act on April 1, 1954, we put a limitation—section 9 : 

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated not to exceed the sum of $126 
million to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Then we put a further limitation, that not more than $26 million 
could be appropriated prior to January 1955. 

Now, if the committee sees fit to grant you this additional $21 mil- 
lion, why shouldn’t we amend the act of April 1, 1954, instead of put- 
ting this new item in there? Because we are confronted with the 
proposition of the previous law putting a limitation of $126 million 
for the complete development of the Air Force Academy. 

Colonel Noonan. Either way. 

The CuartrMan. That is orderly legislation. I think we should 
remove the limitation of $126 million and the act of April 1, 1957, is 
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amended by authorizing $21,341,000, or whatever amount the com- 
mittee agrees to. 

Mr. Kitpay. $147 million ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, $147 million. 

Mr. Ferry. That would be thoroughly satisfactory to the Air 
Force if the committee should care to handle it in that w ay. 

The CuHatrMan. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I ask how much of that $126 
million has been spent or otherwise obligated ? 

Mr. Ferry. Right now, sir, as of yesterday, we had $96,573,000 
under contract. 

Mr. Rivers. Under contract. That means obligated, too? 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. 

The CHairman. Now, let’s turn in the book to the different items 
of the breakdown of the $21 million. Where does it appear in the 
first red book ? 

Mr. Ferry. That appears on page—— 

Mr. Keviener. 273. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, here it is right here. 

Now, runway—now your idea is this, to build an airfield there ? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The CHamman. Now, what will be the minimum number of cadets / 

Mr. Ferry. We will ultimately reach, within the next 4 years, a 
total of 2,600 students. 

The Cuarman. All right, then. There will be about 2,600 cadets 
there. And they are all being trained for the air branch of the 
defense. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now, if you had no primary training or full 
training, where would that take place? Where would you have to 
send them / 

Mr. Ferry. There would be two methods of handling, Mr. Vinson, 
neither one of which I think would be thoroughly satisfactory. 

One, we could train them at Peterson Field or at Lowry Field. 

The Cuarrman. Now, where is Peterson Field and where is Lowry ? 

Mr. Ferry. Peterson Field is about 17 miles—it is in Colorado 
Springs, about 17 miles distant from the Academy site, through very 
heavy traffic and it is about a 45-minute auto trip— 

The Cuamman. Wait a minute now. 

Peterson Field is 17 miles away 4 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And how far away is Lowry Field? 

Mr. Ferry. Lowry Field is about 50 miles. 

The CHarrMan. You see, we are trying to do the same thing over 
here at the Academy. Weare trying to get within a radius of about 25 
or 30 miles. We may wind up at Andrews. Why couldn’t you use 
Peterson Field there and develop Peterson Field to meet your reqtre- 
ments, instead of building a brand new one? Now, 17 miles is not 
very far. Ican walk it myself. 

Mr. Ferry. It is about a 45-minute trip through the center of Colo- 
rado Springs, sir, each way. 

The Cuarmman. Well, now, you know 17 miles is not far to go. 
Why, my goodness alive, some of us almost live 17 miles away from 
the Capitol and come every day. 
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Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. But I think you will recognize that 
the cadet schedule is timed for the amount of effort that they have 
to put in, both scholastic and athletics and drills and such things, so 
that an hour and a half a day would be very serious. 

The Cuarrman. I think this: I think we are warranted in having a 
field. Now, if you got one close enough, why can’t you use that field 
instead of building a new one? If you ‘didn’t have one, why, you would 
be clearly w arranted beyond the question of a doubt. Just as we have 
at West Point, and we are trying to do at the Naval Academy. 

Mr. Kintpay. May Laska question, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Kilday 

Mr. Kitpay. How near the Academy do you propose to build the 
field ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. From the center of the academic area about 2 miles. 

Mr. Kitpay. Two miles / 

Mr. Ferry. On roads totally within the Academy site. 

Mr. Kitpay. My recollection is that one of the criteria given to the 
selection board was that the site be near an airfield which could be 
used and that there is very strong objection to placing the Academy on 
an existing field because of the distraction that would arise from noise 
of the operation of the planes in too close a proximity to it. We seem 
to have gone into a complete circle. 

Mr. Ferry. Not quite, sir. Mr. Kilday, the location of the field in 
relation to the academic center is outside of what we call the objection- 
able noise area. It is far enough away from the parking apron so that 
the noise of warming up planes will be unobjec tionable at the 
Academy. 

Mr. Kitpay. May I ask this: How many hours of flight training is 
it anticipated will be placed into the curriculum under the new concept 2 

Mr. Ferry. I am not familiar with that, sir. May I ask Colonel 
Witters from the Academy here to answer that question ¢ 

Colonel Wrrrers. The cadets at the present time are getting 178 
hours of navigation flying training in the curriculum right now. It is 
proposed, at the suggestion of the Board of Visitors both the last 2 
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years, that additional pilot training be included in probably the light 
plane category. That would be in addition, sir, to the 178 hours that 
they now get during their 4 years. 

Mr. Kiwpay. Speaking from memory, but I think I remember that 
General Harmon testified at the time we had the bill here that it was 
anticipated that about 50 hours would be in the curriculum. 

Mr. Smarr. Flight training. 

Mr. Kinpay. And you have better tran t ripled that. 

Mr. Pricer. The gentleman’s memory is very good on that subject. 

Colonel WIrrers. Sir, you are correct. This navigation flying 
training is training in an airplane as a navigator and not at the con- 
trols of the airplane. There are 50 hours—it has actually been re- 
duced to 35 hours in our present curriculum, wherein our cadets in 
the summer time go to Air Training Command contract Schools and 
get that 35 hours pilot indoctrination training. 

However—— 

Mr. Kiitpay. None of that is at Lowry or Peterson ¢ 

Colonel Wrrrers. Not the present time. However, the Board of 
Visitors strongly recommend that we include pilot training to keep 
them familiar during their entire 4 years. 
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The CuarrmMan. You could do all 

Mr. Kixpay. Just 1 or 2 questions, please, Mr. Chairman. 

Is it regarded as feasible to teach basic or primary flying at the 
altitude of Colorado Springs? 

Colonel Wirrrrs. Well, yes, sir, we can teach it. We do not know 
at this time whether the curriculum has sufficient time in it to include 
that. 

Mr. Kinpay. I understand that. But I mean just—— 

Mr. Smarr. The safety. 

Mr. Kinpay. Can you safely teach basic primary flying at the alti 
tude at Colorado Springs? 

Mr. Ferry. I think I best answer that by saying, sir, that the site 
which is now occupied by the proposed Academy airfield there was 
a little commercial airfield which was used for training of students 
in flight training. 

Mr. Kipay. Basic primary. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiwpay. Was that to teach already trained trainees to fly alti- 
tude ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir, it is to teach people with no flying experience 
at all and putting them in the airplane the first time. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, I was very much concerned that we 
were getting an Air Academy started where there would not be 
adequate flight training and I am hopeful you are going to increase 
the actual number of pilot hours training. The Air Academy has 
established $90 million, I think, which has been obligated—$25 mil 
lion. I am most hopeful that they will come out of there at least 
with their basic flying training, and I hope you found that it is 
feasible. And if it takes this to do it, I think it would be well to do 
it. 

The Cuarrman. The only question I see: Whether we should put it 
2 miles from the Academy or whether it should be 17 miles away 
from the Academy. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, right at this point, let me ask this 
question of Mr. Ferry. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Listen to this: Have you explored the possibility- 
now 17 miles is your testimony to a now existing field. Have you 
explored the possibility of the construction of an access highway, 
which would only make it 20 minutes away ? 

Colonel Noonan. Yes, sir, we have. We have gone into that fully. 
I don’t have it on this map here. But here is our airfield here where 
we plan it [indicating from map]. Peterson lies over here. We 
would have to build at least two bridges to get across these gullies 
that carry off the heavy, fast-running water of ‘the river. 

Mr. Rivers. It wouldn’t cost you $25 million to build an access high- 
way, would it? 

Colonel Noonan. No, sir, it wouldn’t cost. us $25 million but it would 
be very expensive. 

Mr. Ferry. Let me have that. Mr. Rivers, could I answer you? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Ferry. Were we to use the facilities now in place at Peterson 
Field, it would be necessary to add a minimum of $8 million at Peter- 
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son Field for the additional flight flying facilities required to take this 
student training. 

The Cuatrman. Well, as developed by Mr. Kilday, my recollection 
was that Mr. Talbott testified that one of the reasons why they located 
it at Colorado Springs was because it had available airfield in the vi- 
cinity to be utilized. 

Mr. Ferry. You are quite right, Mr. Vinson. 

The Cuarman., All right, now. Then we are getting entirely away 
from that , discarding one « of the primary reasons it was put there. 

Mr. Ferry. It has been found by the various Board of Visitors who 
have attended the Academy at Lowry and who have gone over the 
question of curriculum—the recommendations have been made in the 
strongest terms that we should have flying training at the new 
Academy. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, now, as a matter of fact, we won't finish the 
Academy until when ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. We won’t finish the Academy, sir, until 1960. 

The Cuairman, All right. When will the cadets begin to go there? 

Mr. Ferry. The cadets will go there at September 1958. 

The CHairman. All right. Now, why wouldn’t it be a wise thing 
to let this field stand in abeyance and let the committee go out there— 
send them out there * look over the whole situation. Then you have 
ample time next year to start in, if the committee thinks it should 
either be on the count ground or Peterson Field or Lowry Field. 

Mr. Ferry. My only comment there, sir, is it 1s at least a 2-year con- 
struction job to get in all the facilities. 

The Cuamman. You will have it finished by the time the cadets 
are beginning to get there. You will at least have your runway. 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. Because the cadets come in a year from this 
tall and it is at least a 2 years’ job after we get the money available 
before we would have the basic flying facilities in place. 

The Cuamman. Well, now, how are we going to explain to the 
House the proposition that one of the fundamental reasons why it was 
located there— 

Mr. Rivers. One of the basic criteria. 

The Cuainman. Was that we could use these fields. Now, we come 
in there and say, “No, we are not going to use these fields, we are go- 
ing to build a new field,” even before the Academy has ben completed. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr, Chairman 

The Cuarman. Mr. Brooks 

Mr. Brooks. May I ask a question or two?/ 

The CHarrMAn. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to ask you this, sir. Is it proposed merely to 
give basic training at this field or are you coming in later on and 
going to ask for enough runways for a B-52? 

Mr. Ferry. I can answer the questions, sir, twice. Once, we plan 
nothing more than basic flying training for the cadets. We will 
have navigation training, which, as Colonel Witters explained, is 
some 170 hours that they spent in the air on training for navigation 


in airplanes. We will ha’ ave > the training for the officers and instruc- 
tors, the regular fligh “all the things? 
General Rentz. CRT. 


_ Mr. Ferry. CRT training. The field will not be designed—there 
is no intention to design the field as a B-52 field. It will not be 
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widened beyond the 200-foot presently planned. Nor is there any 
present intention to lengthen the field beyond that necessary to take 
off these navigation planes, navigation training planes. 

Mr. Brooks. So your present intention is to limit it to the use of 
the cadets for training purposes at the Academy / 

Mr. Ferry. Plus 

Mr. Brooks. The airmen, rather. 

Mr. Ferry. Plus the instructors who will do their training there 
to keep up their flying qualifications. 

Mr. Brooks. My recollection, Mr. Chairman, is similar to that of 
Mr. Kilday’s, that we were told that the location was good and not 
to worry about the altitude flying because there would be practically 
no flying there as it would be elsewhere. 

But I looked with askance at that sort of argument even at that 
time. I think we ought to have flying at the Academy. 

Now, we had this same thing at West Point. We gave them Stewart 
Field there. And there were fields available that could be used, but 
West Point had to have its own field. 

Now, here is the Navy, over in Annapolis, that has to have its own 
field, too, although there are fields all around Washington. 

I think if we are going to make this Academy a coequal service 
Academy, you are just going to have to go along and give them their 
own field, too. Otherwise, we ought to take it away from the other 
two. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarrman. There is another question involved in it now. 
Within 2 miles of the Academy building is liable to cause so much 
noise it is liable to disrupt the concentration of the students. 

Mr. Ferry. We have made a study of that, with a firm of acoustical 
engineers. 

The Carman. What military installation is at Turner Field? 

Mr. Frrry. I am sorry, sir / 

The CuarrMAN. At Peterson Field. 

Colonel Noonan. Air Defense Command. 

The CHairMAN. What kind of activities are carried on? 

Mr. Ferry. That is the flying field for the headquarters, Air De- 
fense Command, which, as you know, is located at Ent Air Force 
Base. 

The CHairMAN. You say you would have to spend $8 million to 
condition the field to take care of the Academy ? 

Mr. Ferry. Not condition the field, sir, but add additional facilities, 
such as hangars, additional apron, fuel storage, headquarters build- 
ing—those are the things that come to my mind. 

Colonel Noonan. We don’t own the field as well. 

The CHarrMan. What ? 

Colonel Noonan. Along with it, it is a city-owned field at the pres- 
ent time and they operate commercial aircraft out of it as well. It is 
a jointly operated venture, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarmMan. Then the Government doesn’t own that field ? 

Colonel Noonan. No, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

The Crarrman. Then, that practically eliminates everything we 
have been talking about. | Laughter. | | 
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Mr. Brooxs. Then it would mean this, wouldn’t it: If you have your 
own field you will —— your flying so it will not interfere with the 
academic duties anyway ? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct. 

The Cratrman. | think this 

Mr. Brooxs. When you get into a strategic command base 
would want to put a str ategic command base right in that area? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. But assuming there was a base, a general base, you 
couldn’t adjust the flying training to the academic ‘hours, which you 
could do with your own base. 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

Colonel Noonan. Yes, sir. 

The CuairmMan. Now, it might be a wise thing—you see, we put a 
limitation of $23 million—I mean $126 million. We have to amend 
that law. We are going to spend $21 million now. And probably 
you are warranted in having your own field. There is no doubt in 
my mind you are entitled to your own field. 

‘Now, in connection with that school, I see you are requesting 1,256 

Capehart houses to be built there? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes,sir. That will house the instructors, their families, 
and the families of the married enlisted personnel who will be ¢ assigned 
to the field. 

The CHatrmMan. Now, on this page 273 is an item breakdown of 
how you propose to spend your $21 million. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. Now, all of that is in connection with the produc- 
tion of the school; is it ? 

Colonel Noonan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. All of it, sir. Everything that is used there is entirely 
for the use of the school or for the airmen who will be part. of the 
servicing of this school. 

The CnatrmMan. Well, I think you are clearly warranted in regard 
to a chapel, you are clearly warranted in regard to a hospital, and you 
are clearly warranted in regard to a cemeter vy and the Academy service 
club and all of these things that necessar ily go to make a well-rounded 
out academy. 

Now, of course, we will just have to take the responsibility in the 
criticism and say they gave us the wrong information. There is no 
other field out there you can use, because it doesn’t belong to the Gov- 
e ee and Lowry Field is too far away. 

. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Members of the committee, as far as I am concerned 
it looks like we ought to amend the previous act in establishing the 
Academy, remove the limitation and add the development of the 
Academy, whatever is necessary. 

Mr. Corr. Mr. Chairman, may I raise a question with respect to 
the need or justification of the cemetery ? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. There isa strong feeling on the part of m: ny 
of our Air Force officers that upon death they would like to be interred 
at the Academy. To begin with, our first person is the remains of 


General Harmon. His widow has requested that he be interred at the 
cemetery. 
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Mr. Corz. Has that been the experience at the other Academies? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir; both at Annapolis and at West Point. 

The Cuatrman. Admiral King was the last 

Mr. Cote. I can understand there might be a desire on the part of 
a few prominent or special cases, but I would think that most of the 
students of the Academy, their relatives would prefer them buried 
back home. 

Mr. Ferry. The experience— 

Mr. Corz. How large is this cemetery to be? 

Mr. Ferry. The experience with the Navy, I know, has led to a large 
cemetery at Annapolis. 

Mr. Coxe. It is to be a very small cemetery ? 

Mr. Ferry. This is not an expensive item and we have plenty of 
land for it. 

The Cuarrman. The book shows $24,000. 

Mr. Cote. What are you going to spend the money for? 

Mr. Smart. How big? 

Mr. Ferry. I am sorry. 

Mr. Coz. What is the money going to be spent for, the $24,000? 

Mr. Ferry. Grading and landscaping the ground. 

Mr. Cote. How big is the ground ? 

Colonel Noonan. Twenty acres. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman, on this cemetery thing, a great many 
of the retired graduates of West Point live in my district and I know 
it is true that a surprisingly large number of them are buried either— 
at West Point, a good many at Arlington and a great many in the 
National Cemetery right there. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes. 

Mr. Kirpay. There is that desire I know on the part of those 
graduates. 

Mr. Kerry. It is our intention, as soon as the money is approved and 
the money is available, to prepare the cemetery and inter General 
Harmon as the first body. 

The Cuarrman. Of Course, I think Congress was on sound ground 
in establishing an air academy. I think the Air Force should be Just 
as separate as the Army and the Navy. We have unification, but we 
don’t want too much here. I think the facts would warrant Congress 
in building up a complete, well rounded educational institution for 
the aviation cadets. 

Mr. Ferry. I am happy to hear you say that. 

Mr. Brooxs. You are going to do it or you ought to take it away 
from the others, to make it equitable. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t think we will take it away, but add. 

Mr. Brooks. Each one ought to be well rounded and complete unto 
itself. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make this observation. 
Here, before it is one-third finished, they have already exceeded the 
estimate that they assured us would be all it would take. I remember 
the testimony very well and I for one at least want to record my ob 
jection to building an airfield when they said they put it there because 
they already had an airfield. At least I want that on the record. 

The Cuarrman. Well, as a matter of fact, I want to say this for 
the record. I tried to convince them to put it in Indiana. I thought 
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Indiana was the proper place to locate it. We had nothing in the 
world to do with the location. They located it, and we must build it 
up now and not let it be just half meeting its mission. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I have always been laboring under the 
impression that you were supporting me in trying to get it to Alton, 
Til. 

The CHatrmMAn, There was great acreage of land belonging to the 
Federal Government in Indiana and it was in the central part of the 
country and I thought that was the best place, or in Illinois. I didn’t 
think Colorado was a good place to put it. 

Without objection 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Kiupay. I recall well when Stewart Field was built and we 
were under the impression that it was going to be possible to train 
some of the cadets so that they would come out as pilots. Then, it 
didn’t work out that way. 

[ realize that part of it was that they couldn’t get it into the curricu- 
lum. Those that graduated with their wings as I recall got their 
flying training in Oklahoma and Arizona during the summer. While 
I feel this should be a well rounded Air Academy, I surely would like 
some assurance that it is not going to turn out as Stewart did, that 
they just couldn’t use it because of the terrain and the weather and 
the icy roads and the curriculum as well. The whole thing went into 
it, that after it had been built it was not used for flying training. It 
is not used now in that connection. 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Kilday, I can give you assurances from an engi- 
neering standpoint this thing is a thoroughly usable airfield. The 
climate out there is such that we will be able to use it the majority 
of the days of the year. 

Mr. Kiipay. For basic flying training? 

Mr. Ferry. For basic flying training, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And start him flying an airplane in that terrain, 
mountainous terrain, on the altitude and climate and the curriculum 
of the Academy. 

Mr. Ferry. That is,sir. I can give those assurances. 

Mr. DurHam. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Just a minute. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. DurHAm. Mr. Secretary, does it require a planetarium for a 
well-rounded Academy ¢ 

Colonel NOONAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. We believe it is a very valuable adjunct for the navi- 
gation training. We teach the boys to identify the stars and give 
them the preliminary instruction in star sights and planet sights which 
they will use in overwater flying. 

Mr. Durnam. They are rather expensive things. I happen to know 
something about them. 

Mr. Ferry. Not very much, sir. We have bought a small one here 
which is not of the type that you may be familiar with at New York 
City in the Hayden Planetarium. It is a relatively, as planetariums 
go, inexpensive type, but it is a very valuable adjunct. 

Mr. DurHam. What kind of a building are you going to put it in? 
You have $185,000. 
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Mr. Ferry. It is a 20-foot dome, sir, that we are going to build, a 
20-foot aluminum dome, with an inside reflecting surface, and sufficient 
seating space in there I believe to take about 100 people. 

Mr. Duruam. One hundred people? 

Mr. Frrry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaimman. Mr. Brooks, any questions ? 

Mr. Brooks. I want to ask this question while we have representa- 
tives of the Academy here. 

The Cuarrmman. Let the committee be in order. 

Mr. Brooks. When are we going to get down on the proper perma- 
nent basis of selecting appointees to the Academy? There is some 
dissatisfaction against the present method of selecting. 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Brooks, I am sorry, sir 

Mr. Brooks. I hear from Members of Congress. I would like to 
know. Now we provided in the law for 2 vears, but the 2 years is 
gone. 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Brooks, I would like to ask you to postpone that 
question until General Briggs appears before this committee, which 
I believe is a week from today. He is more familis iv with that, and 
what I would say would not be of value. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection—— 

Mr. Brooks. You suggest to the general that we are going to ask 
him that. 

Mr. Frrry. I will doso. 

The CHamman. Without objection, the item, “United States Air 
Force Academy, $21.341,000,” is approved, with the distinct under- 
standing that the language is rewritten to correspond to the author 
ization at April 1, 1954. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

The CHamman. We will have to tie it into that law, because we 
have a limitation. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. We don’t want to go and authorize more money 
than the previous one. We will fix itup. Now 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask him this before 

The CuatrmMan. Now that gets down 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask him one question. Now that you passed the 
slow part of this planning and getting going, how long will it take 
you to get this additional money under contract or obligation ? 

Mr. Ferry. We will have this additional money that you are mak- 
ing available to us under obligation by January of next year. 

Mr. Rivers. January of next year? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So your slow time is behind you ? 

Colonel Noonan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. Mr. eee might I ask a question? 

The CHatrman. Yes, si 

Mr. CunnINGHAM. I avail like to ask if it wouldn’t be possible to 
continue your method of admission into the Air Force Academy indefi- 
nitely? I think it is far superior than anything we have had with 
the other Academies. I think the majority of the members prefer it 

Mr. Ferry. Again, Mr. Cunningham, I must plead ignorance on 
that subject. I am not qualified. 
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The Cuatrman. Let’s excuse the witness from answering questions 
outside of his field. He is an expert in getting $21 million. 
{ Laughter. | 

The CHarrMANn. Without objection, this item is approved. 

Now the next is the Air University, at Montgomery, Ala. Land 
acquisition, $300,000. Now, where is that in book No, 2¢ 

Mr. Ken.ener. 320. 

Colonel Ewnanx. The seventh Zone of Interior major command to 
be reviewed is the Air University. The mission of this command is 
to prepare officers for command of large Air Force units, wings, 
groups, and squadrons, and for staff duties appropriate to those com- 
mand positions and to provide education to meet the scientific require- 
ments of the Air Force. This program contains a request for $300,000 
for Air University and prov ides a facility at 1 location. 

The Ciramman. Here it is. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

General Renrz. Montgomery, Ala., is located 1 mile east-northeast 
of Maxwell Air Force Base. The planned use of this base is for hous- 
ing the Air University. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$300,000. 

The project included in this program consists of the acquisition of 

‘asement clearance in the approach zone of the southeast end of the 
pate ing instrument runway (item 1). 

Maxwell Air Force Base is the Air University. 

Now the mission of this command is to prepare officers for command 
of large Air Force units, wings, groups, and squadrons, and for staff 
duties ap propr iate to those command positions, and to provide educa- 
tion to meet the scientific requirements of the Air Force. 

Now this program contains a request for $300,000 for the Air Uni- 
versity and provides a facility at one location; namely, Maxwell. 

Now this item is a real-estate item, Mr. Chairman, and since the 
books have been published we have received a new real estate planning 
report on this item that brings the cost downward to approximately 
$50,000. 

The Coairman. Now you are getting the values of land down in that 
section close—— 

General Rentz. I would like to say at this time 

The Cuatrman. This is only for an easement. This is not the fee, 
but this is the easement. 

General Rentz. Land easement clearance; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Without objection, the item is reduced down to $50,000. 

Now the next 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, may I say one other thing? We 
have a number of real estate planning reports that have just come into 
our office. We would like authority to present these to Mr. Kelleher, 
the counsel. 

Some have increases. Others are decreases. But it results in an 
overall decrease to the bill of approximately $240,000, sir. 

The Crarrman. Well, you submit those to Mr. Kelleher and we will 
write them into the bill. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. The net of it is the reduction of two hundred-and- 
some-odd-thousand dollars. 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. He has found out how to get things through this com- 
mittee. [Laughter.] ; 

The Cuarrman. Now the next is Continental Air Command. 

Colonel Ewsanx. The eighth Zone of Interior major command to 
be reviewed is the Continental Air Command. The mission of this 
command is to discharge within the continental United States the field 
responsibilities of the Chief of Staff, USAF, with respect to: 

The Reserve Forces for the Department of the Air Force that are 
assigned to the Continental Air Command, including supervision and 
inspection of the Air National Guard of the United States. 

Domestic emergencies. 

Miscellaneous administrative functions. 

In the event of war or other emergency, mobilize the units and/for 
individuals of the Air Force Reserve that are assigned to the Conti- 
nental Air Command. 

Discharge within the continental United States such other responsi- 
bilities as the Chief of Staff, USAF, may direct. 

The program contains a request for $2,167,000 for Continental Air 
Command and provides facilities at three locations. 

Included within the total of $2,162,000 is an amount of $952,000 for 
an altitude building required by the School of Aviation Medicine at 
Brooks AFB. The remainder of the program $1,210,000 is required 
to support the basic mission of this command. 

There are no facilities included in this program in support of the 
Reserve Forces mission. 

The first of these locations is Brooks Air Force Base. San Antonio, 
Tex., is located 6.5 miles north northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a Reserve troop carrier mission, 
in aeromedical group and the School of Aviation Medicine. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item in this program in the amount of $952,000. 

The item in the program consists of an altitude building in support 
of the School of Aviation Medicine. 

The Cuarrman. I see in my book here I have written in right there: 
Brooks Air Force Base, Santonia, Tex., medical facilities, $952,000.” 

Now, that has been cleared by the Department; has it not? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. It has been cleared by the Secretary of 
Defense and the Bureau of the Budget, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that goes along with the development of our 
medical facilities ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarmman. Well, we will ask Mr. Kilday to offer an amend- 
ment, which Mr. Kelleher will prepare, to that effect. 

Mr. Kitpay. I will offer it right now, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, $952,000 is approved. 

Now the next is Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Ga. Reduce 
that item down to $139,000. 

Mr. Gavin. What page in the bill, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHatrMan. Page 44 of the bill. 

Colonel Ewsanx. The second of these locations is Dobbins Air 


) 


Force Base. Marietta, Ga., is located 3 miles northwest of the base. 
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The planned use of this base is for Air Force Reserve flying train- 
ing center jointly occupied by the Air Force Reserve and the Air 
National Guard operational units. 

The committee has been provided with detail information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $247,000. 

The two items included in the } program consist of a crash-fire station 
and 5 units of family housing in support of the assigned mission. 

The Cuamman. I reduced ‘it from $247,000 down to $139,000. That 
is $180,000 off. 

Mr. Gavin. What was the reason for the reduction ? 

General Rentz. Family housing. 

Mr. Kextener. Those are the houses that are being withdrawn 
from each of the titles. There will be a general provision at the end 
of the bill, Mr. Gavin, to take care of the situation. 

The CuatrmMan. You see, we already authorized for houses. 

Now the next is Mitchel = Force Base, Hempstead, N. Y. I find 
that item to be all right as far as I am concerned. 

Briefly give us some expli ini aie about this item. 

Colonel Ewsanx. This is on page 326 in the red book, Mr. Chairman. 

The third of these locations is Mitchel Air Force Base. Hempstead, 
N. Y., is located 1 mile southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for command headquarters and as a 
flying training center for Air Force Reserve operational units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $963,000. 

Three items included in the total program consist generally of an 
addition to the electrical distribution system, clearance easements, 
and removal of hazards to support safe fly ing conditions. All of these 
items are in support of the assigned mission of this base. 

The actual amount here has been decreased from $4,583,000 to 
$963,000. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Colonel Ewsank. The three items are for an electrical distribution 
system, a land-clearance easement, and removal of some hazards. 

Mr. Harpy. May I ask a question about that one? I am getting a 
little worried about what is involved in this land clearance, when you 
got an easement at over $1,000 an acre. 

Mr. Payne. At Mitchel Air Force Base, Mr. Hardy, there has been 
a rezoning in the last 2 years and the property has been rezoned from 
home sites to commercial. We had a case at Mitchel in this past year 
where a furniture company was built right up into the clear zone. It 
protruded, I believe it was, something like 18 feet. It was only about 
1,000 feet from the end of the runway. 

What we are trying to at this old, established base is to protect—— 

Mr. Gavin. Would you talk a little louder? You have some com- 
petition up here. I can’t hear you. 

Mr. Payne. What we are trying to do is to protect the approach so 
that where this rezoned property is built it can’t be built up into the 
elide angle. 

Mr. Harpy. Will you tell us what that removal of hazard is there ? 

General Renrz. I would like to say something on that, Mr. Hardy. 
We offer that item up for deletion, that $626,000 for removal of hazard, 
which we would like to delete from the bill, sir. 

The CHatrman. That reduces it how much ? 
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Mr. Harpy. We will save a little money. 

The Cuarman. How much will that reduce it ? 

General Renrz. That reduces it $626,000. 

The Cuatrman. Then the item would be 300-—— 

Mr. Harpy. $337,000. 

The CHarrMANn. $337,000 ¢ 

General Rentz. Correct. 

Colonel Ewsank. $337,000, Mr. Chairman. 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The CuairMan. Strike it out and put down $337,000. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next item is Military Air Transport Service. 

Colonel Ewsank. The ninth Zone of Interior major command to 
be reviewed is the Military Air Transport Service. The mission of 
this command to provide airlift required in support of approved 
joint war plans, scheduled airlift for the Department of Defense 
within the continental United States; between the continental United 
States and overseas areas, and between and within overseas areas as 
directed by higher authority; worldwide air transport, air weather, 
airways and air communications and air rescue service systems; flight 
service within the Zone of Interior; organization and training of air 
resupply and communications services; supervision and control and 
maintenance of primary facilities required for performing its assigned 
mission ; theater jurisdiction in overseas areas where M ATS units are 
stationed but which are outside the jurisdiction of any theater com- 
mander. This program contains a request for $6,440,000 for Military 
Air Transport Service and provides facilities at 5 locations. 

Included within the Military Air Transport Service total program 
there are facilities for air defense fighter-interceptor missions at three 
bases, costing $3,773,000. The remainder of the program is composed 
of items to satisfy the basic MATS mission requirement. 

The CuairMan. Without objection. St. Louis. 

Colonel Ewrank. The first of these locations is the aeronautical 
chart and information center located in St. Louis, Mo. 

The planned use of this center is for providing areonautical chart 
service and film library. 

The comiittee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$620,000. The items in the program consist of the provision of air 
conditioning of the sixth floor of building No. 36, and new central 
heating plant. 

The Cuatrman. Now in my book I have marked that up from 
$60,000 to $620,000. 

Mr. Kevitener. To add a heating plant. Another internal adjust- 
ment in the bill, Mr. Chairman, which results in a deduction of $4 
million from the bill when you add and subtract all of these. 

General Renrz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuareman. All right. Without objection, the item is ap- 
proved. It is $620,000. 

Now the next item is Andrews Field, at Maryland. $920,000. 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that on ? 

Colonel Ewpsank. That is on page 335, Mr. Rivers. 

General Renrz. The second of these locations is Andrews Air Force 
Base. Camp Springs, Md., is located 1 mile west of the base. 
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The planned use of this base is for operational and training units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item in this program in the total amount of $920,000, 
for a globecom relay station addition. 

Mr. LAnKrorp. Mr. ( ‘hairman, I would like to ask a question or 
two about that. 

The Cuarrman. Any amendments to offer on reducing it ? 

Mr. Lankrorp. Sir? 

The Cuarrman. Any amendments offered on reducing it ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. No. I want to know why it has been cut from $14,- 
205,000 to $920,000, whether it is due to a change in the mission of the 
field or just al] these red lines in the book ? 

General Rentz. Mr. Lankford, the Air Force was embarked upon a 

rogram to take all the CRT flying out of Bolling into Andrews. 
Ve had our first increment last year in the 1957 program. This was 
to be our second increment and we would only need one more incre- 
ment in order to transfer the flying, the CRT flying, from Bolling to 
Andrews. 

Mr. Rivers. What is CRT? 

General Renrz. Combat readiness training, Mr. Rivers. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. LANKrFrorp. Mr. Chairman, I would like to find out about this. 

General Rentz. We submitted it to the reviewing authorities, Mr. 
Lankford, and they deleted all the items that were tied to the removal 
of the flying from Bolling to Andrews and said that that could be 
deferred 1 more year. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Now let me ask you this, sir, if I may. What is 
the status of the move of ARDC from Baltimore to Andrews? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. That is going to take place. The ARDC 
headquarters is going to move into MATS headquarters at Andrews, 
sir. 


Mr. Lanxrorp. When? 

General Rentz. This coming fiscal year, Mr. Lankford. That date 
has not been set. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Starting July 1957? 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. MATS is going to move too? 

General Renrz. To Scott, sir. 

rM. Lanxrorp. To Scott ‘ 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. And you are not going to move your CRT flying 
presently from Bolling to Andrews? 

General Renrz. No, sir. That will be delayed an additional year. 

Mr. LANKrorp. Now what use is being made of Andrews at the 
present time ? 

General Rentz. Colonel Darby. 

Colonel Darsy. The headquarters, Military Air Transport Service, 
of course, is located there now, with Air Research and Development 
Command coming in this fiscal year, 1958. We also have a fighter- 
interceptor squi adron of the Air Defense Command as a part of the 
defense of the Washington area, plus the Air National Guard Fighter 
Air Defense Squadron as well. 

Associated with the MATS headquarters are the Air Weather 
Service and the AACS, or the Airways Communications Service. 
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Mr. Lanxrorp. Will they move with that? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, they will move with MATS. 

Mr. Rivers. Where did you say they were going to move to? 

General Rentz. To Scott. 

Mr. Rivers. Where is that? Out in Missouri? 

General Rivers. Belleville, Il. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. So what you will have will be ARDC, a fighter in- 
terceptor squadron, and your National Guard. 

Colonel Darsy. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ewsanx. And Reserve. 

Colonel Darsy. We also have an Air Reserve Unit. 

The Cuairman. The next is Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, 
S. C., $2,216,000. That is page what in the book ? 

Yolonel Ewsank. Page 357. 

General Rentz. The third of these locations is Charleston Air Force 
Base. Charleston, S. C., is located 5 miles southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units of MATS air 
transport aircraft and ADC fighter-interceptor aircraft. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,216,000. 

Four items are included to support the ADC fighter-interceptor 
aircraft. These will provide for ADC ammunition assembly and 
storage facilities and electrification for ground support equipment in 
support of fighter-interceptor aircraft. 

The CHarrmMan. That is Air Transport Squadron, Fighter Inter- 
ceptor Squadron, Air Base Command. That is military mission 
there ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. Now let’s see how you are going to spend your 
$2 million. 

Colonel Ewsanx. These items are in support of the fighter-inter- 
cepter squadron located at Charleston: ammunition storage area plus 
the electrical distribution outlets for the F—102’s. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is apps. 

The next item is Dover Air Force Base, at Dover, Del., $2,089,000. 

Colonel Ewsnank. Page 362, Mr. Chairman, in the red book. 

General Renrz. The fourth of these loc ‘ations is Dover Air Force 
Base. Dover, Del., is located 4 miles northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units for MATS air 
transport aircraft and ADC fighter-interceptor aircraft. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 

respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,089,000. 

Three items are included to support the ADC fighter-interceptors 
and will provide ready aircraft shelters and electrification for ground 
support equipment in support of fighter-intere ‘eptor aircraft. 

The remaining item is an airmen’s dining hall. 

The Cuamman. That is for ready shelter. What is ready shelter? 

Colonel Ewsank. These are shelters located on the r amp to house 
the aircraft that are ready for combat, ready within a 15-minute 
period, to keep them out of the elements. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is that the Butler type hangar? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir; that is correct. It is just a garage type 
of shelter. 
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The Cuarman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is McGuire Air Force Base, N. J., $595,000. 

Colonel Ewsanx. It is on page 368, Mr. Chairman. 

The fifth of these locations is McGuire Air Force Base. Wrights- 
town, N. J., is located 1 mile northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units for MATS air 
transport aircraft, ADC fighter-interceptor aircraft, ANG fighter- 
interceptor aircraft, and Navy air transport aircraft. 

The committee has been povided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$595,000. The items included in the total program consist of an air- 
craft maintenance shop, electrical power outlets in the field mainte- 
nance hangar for support of jet aircraft, and land acquisition for 
runway approach zone easements. 

The Cuaimrman. That is for shops and electrical distribution facili- 
ties and land easement clearance ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

That finishes with the Continental Air Command. 

Now we go to Strategic Air Command. 

Colonel Ewrnank. Yes, sir. That is in volume 3. They are being 
passed out at this moment, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Let everyone get a copy. 

Colonel Ewsank. The 10th Zone of Interior major command to be 
reviewed is the Strategic Air Command. The mission of this com- 
mand is to organize, train, equip, administer, and prepare a force 
capable of conducting strategic air operations in accordance with 
directives and policies issued by Headquarters, United States Air 
Force. This program contains a request for $167,056,000 for the 
Strategic Air Command and provides facilities at 41 locations. 

Included in the Strategic Air Command program is an amount of 
$64,561,000 to provide facilities required at 4 new dispersal bases and 
additional facilities necessary at 5 dispersal bases included in prior 
programs. An amount of $18,443,000 is requested to provide additional 
facilities at 10 heavy bomber home bases. These additional home base 
requirements are necessitated primarily by conversion from B-36 to 
B-52 aircraft. An amount of $21,207,000 is included for facilities 
necessary to accommodate redeployment of medium bombers at 2 
bases, 

An amount of $8,096,000 is requested to provide required facilities 
for air defense missions at 10 Strategic Air Command bases. An 
amount of $16,688,000 is included to accommodate redeployment of 
air defense interceptor-fighter missions at 4 bases. The remainder 
of the Strategic Air Command program, amounting to $39,148,000, 
will provide for items required to support the basic mission through- 
out the entire command. 

The CHairman. All right. Altus Air Force Base, Okla. 

Mr. Gavin. We haven’t the book yet, Mr. Chairman. Just a second. 

The CHatrman. Oh, yes. 

Now, members of the committee, while there is a large number here 
this morning, you know tomorrow the House is not in session and a 
very historic event is taking place down at Hampton Roads and I 
hope that—each Member has been invited by the Secretary on behalf 
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of the President, and I hope all of us can go down tomorrow to see 
the naval display that is taking place. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you, Mr. Chairm: in, for your support. 

Mr. Rivers. Are you going, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cxatrman. Yes, I am going to leave here about 6 o'clock to- 
morrow morning. I will be there. 

Mr. Gavin. It is a historic occasion. It is the first time that the 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia has gone on a trip. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. No, this is the second time. 

Mr. Gavin. No. 

The CHatrman, He went through = of this some 35 or 40 years ago. 
It isall old stuff tohim. [Laughter 

Now, let’s get down to business—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to extend our col- 
league from Norfolk an opportunity to say something. 

The Cuamman. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. He has been trying to say something. 

The Cuamman., No, sir; don’t do that. He doesn’t need an invi- 
tation. He never needs an invitation. { Laughter. | 

Altus Air Force Base, Okla. 

Now, get down to business. 

Mr. Kirpay. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ewsanx. This is on page 12. 

The CuHatrMan, $848,000. 

Colonel Ewrank. Page 12, volume 3, Mr. Chairman. 

The first base to be considered is Altus Air Force Base. Altus, 
Okla., is approximately 2 miles west-southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a SAC heavy bomber home base. 

The committee has been provided with det: viled information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $848,000. 

This program contains an item for blast deflectors and an item for 
one large maintenance aircraft dock. 

The remainder of the items in the program provide base support 
and consist of a parachute and dinghy shop, and a chapel education 
wing. 

The Cuatrman. Let's see about this base, now. What type of mili- 
tary mission is that ? 

Colonel Ewsank. This is a heavy bombardment home base, Mr. 
Chairman; B-52’s and KC-135 tankers. 

The Cuarrman. Well, without objection, this item is approved. 

Now, the next is Barksdale Air Force Base. 

We are all acquainted with Barksdale. $3,344,000. 

Mr. Gavin. Where is that located ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 17 in volume 3, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. This is at Shreveport. 

Colonel Ewnanx. The second base to be considered is Barksdale 
Air Force Base. Bossier City, La., is located approximately 31% miles 
northwest of the base. 

The headquarters for the Strategic Air Command’s 2d Air Force 
is located at this base. 

The planned use of this base is for a SAC dispersal base, SAC stra- 
tegic reconnaissance mission, SAC strategic support mission, and 
CONAC reserve fighter-bomber training mission. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $3,344,000. 

Six items are included to support the SAC dispersal aircraft. 
These items provide for the widening of part of the existing runway, 
blast pavement, blast deflectors, three large aircraft docks, storage for 
demineralized water, and airmen messing. 

The other item provides for a chapel. 

Mr. Chairman, the items here are primarily in support of the B—52 
mission that will go into this base during this time period. You will 
notice a runway there, primarily, which is the widening of the exten- 
sion from 200 feet to 300 feet, and some apron operational—which is 
actually stabilization in front of the blast deflectors. 

The Cuairman. All right, without objection the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is the Beale Air Force Base, $9,680,000. 

All of these are very important bases. 

Colonel Ewnank. Page 29 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The third base to be considered is Beale Air Force Base. Marys- 
ville, Calif., is located approximately 9 miles west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $9,680,000. 

Twenty-three items are included to support the dispersal aircraft. 
These items will provide additional parking apron, blast deflectors, 
fueling facilities, navigational aids, telephone and communication 
support facilities, fire station, squadron and base operations buildings, 
four large aircraft docks, an aircraft maintenance shop, an armament 
and electronic shop, a parachute and dinghy shop, storage for demin- 
eralized water, conventional and special storage or weapons and an 
access road, 

One item in the program is a 30- to 50-bed hospital to provide a com- 
plete medical and dental treatment facility. 

The Cuairman. This isthe same thing. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. This actually is the second increment 
for a B52. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Colonel Ewnank. And KCK-135 dispersal installation. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection. 

Now, the next one is Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Tex., $1,- 
487,000. 

Colonel Eweank. Page 56 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The fourth base to be considered is Bergstrom Air Force Base. 
Austin, Tex., is located approximately 5 miles northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal and ATC basic 
single-engine training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,487,000. 

The five items included in the program are to support the dispersal 
aircraft. These items will provide additional apron to complete the 
parking apron required, blast deflectors, fire station, three large air- 
craft docks, and storage for demineralized water. 

This, again, is a B—52 dispersal base. The principal item here is for 
maintenance docks for the B—52’s and blast deflectors. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. May I ask one question 4 
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Are we going to have very many of these at the dispersal bases? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Do they already have housing to accommodate the 
people that you are going to move in ? 

Colonel Ewpanx. At Bergstrom the houses are there. They have 
a rather large Wherry housing unit existing. 

Mr. Harpy. You are not going to have to build any Capeharts at 
any of these places ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir 

Mr. Harpy. You are moving them away from places where you 
have housing and are going to build ( ‘apeharts to accommodate them ? 

General Rentz. No, sir; we are not. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand you have canceled the construction of 
Capehart from seven specific locations very recently. 

General Rentz. Is that correct, Mr. Jacobs? 

Colonel Ewsank. There are 480 Wherry’s existing at Bergstrom, 
Mr. Hardy, and there is a study underway right now to determine 
whether or not we will proceed—whether we have a requirement for 
an additional Capehart. 

Mr. Harpy. That isn’t quite the question I am raising at the moment. 

Is it true that you have just canceled construction of Capeharts that 
you have previously arranged for at seven specific locations? 

General Rentz. Some have been deferred, Mr. Hardy. I couldn’t 
verify or confirm those figures you stated. 

The CuatrmMan. Well. of course, we want to be very cautious in 

making a request for Capehart houses. You don’t want to make them 
unless the facts and circumstances warrant it. You can’t afford to 
build there until you acquire the Wherry houses. 

Mr. Harpy. I heard yesterd: Y that you had just canceled 7 different 
projects, at 7 different bases, Capehart construction which you had 
previously seuneiameal and I just wanted to know whether it is ac- 
curate, and if so, when the decision was made. 

The Cuatrman. See if you can get some information on that ques- 
tion. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, we will. 

The CuarrMan. Before we finish the hearing. 

Without objection, this item is approved. 

The next item is the Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Tex., $5,557,000, 
and that is on page what ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Page 62, Mr. Chairman. 

The fifth base to be considered is Biggs Air Force Base. El Paso, 
Tex., is approximately 3 miles southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC heavy bomber home base, 
TAC day-fighter mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $5,557,000. 

Seven items are included to support the heavy bomber and tanker 
aircraft assigned to this base. Included is the replacement of existing 
light-duty pavement with heavy-duty pavement, blast deflectors, stor- 
age for demineralized water and approach lighting for the runway. 

Two items in the program provide for airmen messing and officers 
quarters. 

One item provides for additional warehousing (item 8). 








2161 


This is another B-52 home base, with their associated KC~-135 
tankers. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is Blytheville Air Force Base, Ark., $11,518,000. 

Colonel Ewsanx. This ison page 76, Mr. Chairman. 

The sixth base to be considered is Blytheville Air Force Base. 
Blytheville, Ark., is located approximately 3 miles southeast of the 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $11,510,000. 

Thirteen items are included to support the dispersal aircraft. 
These items provide for widening and extending of existing runway, 
completion of the parking apron requirement, blast deflectors, fueling 
fac ifities, maintenance docks, storage for demineralized water, special 
weapons, and additional land acquisition in support of the above 
facilities (items 1 to 14). 

Two normal base support type items provide a commissary and 
officer messing facilities. 

This is another one of the B-52 bases. This is one of the dispersal 
bases we have in the program. 

The CHarrman. And we reduced this $6,000 ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketiener. A land easement deletion. 

The Cuarrman. Land easement. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Gavin. I note, Mr. Chairman, Oklahoma, Louisiana, California, 
Texas, Arkansas. 

Did it ever ocur to you you might put one of those bases up in the 
northeastern part of the U nited St: ites, possibly in Pennsylvania, 
where you might put a base up there? 

Mr. Hess. There are too many hills up there. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Central Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Gavin. Central Pennsylvania. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; Mr. Gavin, it has, but we are putting these 
dispersal units on existing bases where we can do it more economic: ally 
than building on a virgin base. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairm: in, may I ask the same question on housing ? 

Is there housing on this base now ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir; there is housing on this base now. 
They have just completed, I think it is, around two or three hundred 
units, Mr. Hardy. Wecan get those figures for you. 

Mr. Harpy. Are they Capeharts? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir—I guess they are. Yes, sir; they are, 
316 units of Capehart. 

Mr. Harpy. Capehart ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes,sir. They are under construction now. 

Mr. Harpy. I renew my question that I raised a moment ago about 
the 7 specific cancellations of Capeharts that had previously been ap- 
proved. 

Can the gentleman back there answer that question? I think he 
can. Ifso, who canceled them? and why? and where / 

Colonel Ewrank. I have the names of the 7 bases, Mr. Hardy, 
that have been deferred and—not exactly e: andeled 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Pope Air Force Base 

The CHarrman. Read out. 

Colonel Ewnank. Ardmore Air Force Base, Griffiss Air Force 
Base, Lockbourne, Fairchild in Washington, McClellan Air Force 
Base—rather, Holloman, I am sorry, and not McClellan. The last 
one is Andrews Air Force Base in Maryland. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, who canceled them ? 

General Rentz. The Secretary of Defense, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. The Air Force didn’t do it? 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, on what basis were they canceled/ They were 
Capeharts which had previously been approved, isn’t that right? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And they had been submitted and justified in the com- 
mittee ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. But they have been canceled. If we hadn’t just simply 
dug for it, we wouldn’t have found out they were canceled. 

Can you tell us van it was canceled ? 

General Rentz. Their reasoning was that some of these bases are 
close to a eee, area where housing should be available. 

Mr. Harpy. Then it raises the whole question, Mr. Chairman, to me, 
as to whether or not we can rely on the justifications when they are 
originally submitted. If they are properly canceled now, then they 
were improperly justified then. 

The CHarrman. I don’t think they are subject to that criticism, 
because the FHA, ote a survey, and after a complete survey of the 
local contribution to houses, concluded that they should build these 
Capehart houses. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Then later on no doubt the chamber of commerce 
and other people come in there and said the local community have 
available rental quarters and therefore it will not be necessary—— 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. To build the houses. And I don’t think anybody 
is subject to any criticism at all. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. I think it is a good way to do business. When 
they found out the community could afford the houses, they didn’t 
need the houses. 

Mr. Harpy. Would you agree with me, Mr. Chairman—if that is 
the fact, I am willing to accept it as stated here now. But if that is 
the fact, it should have been known before the thing was originally 
justified and this committee approved it. 

The CHarrMan. Well, of course, you can’t always tell what is going 
to happen in the days ahead. They do make a pretty good case. 

Mr. Harpy. That is what we thought or we wouldn’t have approved 
it, 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The CHarrman. They make a pretty good case when they want 
any Capehart houses. The local community sometimes changes its 
mind, and local capital will go in there and build the houses, after 
they see we are going to do it, don’t you see. 
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Therefore, when we find out they will do it, then we get off of the 
field. 

General Rentz. I would like to mention one thing more—— 

The CHairman. I think we have enough information on that 
subject. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The next is Bunker Hill Air Force Base, in Peru, 
Ind. With objection 

Colonel Ewnank. Page 92 in the red book, Mr. Chairman. 

The seventh base to be considered is Bunker Hill Air Force Base. 
Peru, Ind., is located approximately 8 miles north-northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bombers and A DC fighter 
interceptor operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $9,584,000. 

Seventeen items are included to support the redeployment of me- 
dium bombers and tanker aircraft. These items provide for the exten- 
sion of the existing runway, additional apron to provide access to 
maintenance docks, additional fueling facilities, navigational aids, 
additional squadron operations building for the tanker mission, train- 
ing facilities, maintenance docks, test facilities for jet engines, arma- 
ment and electronics shop, storage for water, alcohol, ‘and special 
weapons, and additional land acquisition, clearance and restrictive 
easements required in connection with the above facilities. 

‘The other two items included in the program are for base support 
and consist of a chapel, education wing, and commissary facilities. 

Mr. Keviener. There is a change 

The CHairman. Now I reduced that item down to $9,584,000 from 
$10,099,000. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The CuHairman, Is that satisfactory ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is correct. 

General Rentz. That is satisfactory. 

Colonel Ewspank. Reduction of one item. 

The CHarrkMAN. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is Carswell Air Force Base. I reduced that down 
to $2,059,000. 

Mr. Gavin. What page of the book is that? 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 114, sir. 

The eighth base to be considered is Carswell Air Force Base. Fort 
Worth, 'Tex., is located approximately 6 miles east-southeast of the 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC heavy bomber home base 
and MATS map and charting mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,059,000. 

Seven items are included to support the heavy bomber and tanker 
aircraft. These items provide for shoulder stabilization on existing 
taxiways and apron, blast deflectors, taxiway lighting, storage for 
demineralized water, additional land acquisition, and removal of 
obstacles from the approach zone of the runway. 

The other item required for normal base support provides for the 
replacement of theater-of-operations-type officers quarters. 
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Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, can I inquire about the houses in this 
case, too? 

The CHamman. Yes, sir. I struck out the land acquisition. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. They have removal of hazard. 

Colonel Payne. That is an electrical substation, and a water tower, 
Mr. Hardy. 

The tower is 60 feet high and projects up into the glide angle. 
The substation is within the clearance easement area, right outside 
the clear zone. These are obstructions which were pointed out to the 
Rivers subcommittee when the acquisition for clear zone project was 
before the subcommittee a short time ago. 

Mr. Harpy. They were already submitted to the subcommittee. 

Colonel Payne. Yes, sir; they have. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. The next one is Castle Air Force Base. I struck 
out the commissary there, costing $350,000, reducing that down to 
$2,976,000. 

Yolonel Ewsanx. That is on page 126 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The ninth base to be considered is Castle Air Force Base. Atwater, 
Calif., is located approximately 2 miles west-southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC heavy bomber home base, 
ADC fighter-interceptor operation, and a TAC troop-carrier mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $3,326,000. 

Four items are included to support the heavy bomber and tanker air- 
craft. These items provide for maintenance docks, additional land 
acquisitions, and removal of flying hazards at both ends of the run- 
way. 

Three items support the fighter-interceptor mission. These items 
provide for special ammunition storage and electrification for ground 
support equipment. 

Three items provide additional airmen messing facilities and officers’ 
quarters and new commissary facilities. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to and 
the items are approved. Now, the next is Clinton-Sherman Air Force 
Base, Clinton, Okla., $536,000. 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 140 in the book. 

The tenth base to be considered is Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base. 
Burns Flat, Okla., is located approximately 1 mile east of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $536,000. 

Two items are included to support the heavy bomber and tanker 
aircraft. These items provide for blast deflectors and storage for 
demineralized water. 

The other two items are for base support, and provide a chapel 
education wing and a gymnasium. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, it would help a lot if they would an- 
nounce the page in this book. 

General Rentz. Before we discuss it, instead of afterward. 

The Cuarrman. All right; do that. 

Colonel Ewsann. That is page 140. 
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The CuarrmMan. Now, the next one is Columbus Air Force Base, 
Columbus, Miss. This is a new base, is it not ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 146 for Columbus Air Force Base, at 
Columbus, Miss. 

The 11th base to be considered is Columbus Air Force Base. Co- 
lumbus, Miss., is located 10 miles south-southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,468,000. 

Nine items to support the dispersal mission are: mene of 
parking apron requirement, blast deflectors, additional fueling facil- 
ity, squadron operations and training buildings, aircraft maintenance 
docks, a parachute and dinghy shop, demineralized water storage, and 
replacement of an existing mobilization-type squadron headquarters 
building. 

The remaining six items provide normal base support and include 
replacement of existing substandard food cold-storage building, re- 
placement of existing wood frame noncommissioned officers’ mess, 
replacement of the sanitary sewage-treatment and disposal plant, and 
rehabilitaiton of the existing water-distribution system . 

The Cuatrman. This is not a new base? 

General Renrz. It is not a new base, Mr. Chairman. It has a new 
mission. ASAC dispersal squadron is being located at Columbus. 

The CHatrman. When was this base established ? 

Colonel Ewpank. This base was established back in 1941. It was 
a World War II installation, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. And it was discontinued. 

Colonel Ewrnank. Yes, sir; it was. It was turned back after the 
war, 

The CuHarrman. Then we recaptured it. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. We had a contract flying school at this 
base for a while. 

The CuatrMan. This isa Strategic Air Force base ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir; now it is a strategic airbase. 

The Cuarrman. When was it established ? 

Colonel Ewsanxk. The base was actually established back in 1941. 
Immediately—— 

The Cuarrman. I mean when did you put the Strategic Air Force 
on it? 

Colonel Ewrank. It is going in there right now I believe this base 
is due to accept the Strategic Air Command airplanes in fiscal year 
1959—is that right ? 

Colonel Darsy. First quarter. 

Colonel Ewsank. First quarter of 1959. 

The CHarrMan. We are spending $2,468,000. How much more will 
we have to spend in future days on it, to make it meet its requirement 
as a strategic airbase ¢ 

General Renz. This will substantially complete the Strategic Air 
Command mission there. We put this base in last year originally, 
Mr. Chairman. This is the second increment for SAC. 

The Cuarrman. Allright Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next one is Tucson, Ariz. 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 163, Mr. Chairman. 
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The 12th base to be considered is Davis-Monthan Air Force Base. 
Tucson, Ariz., is located approximately 7 miles northwest of the base. 

The planned use of the base is for medium bombers, and air refueler 
aircraft and for ADC and TAC fighter operations. 

The committee has been furnished with detail information con- 
cerning the items in this program in the total amount of $2,411,000. 

Three items provide support for the medium bomber ‘and tanker 
aircraft and include: maintenance docks, water/alcohol storage, and 
land easement clearance acquisition. 

Two items are included to provide ammunition storage and assembly 
facilities for the -\ir Defense mission. 

The remaining two base suport items provide for officer housing 
and messing facilities. 

The CuairMan. This base has been there some time ¢ 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Because I read a very interesting article the other 
day about how areas had been helped economically by all these in- 
stallations in there. 

Now the next is Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine. This is one 
of our old ones; isn’t it 4 

Colonel Ewpanx. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to see if I understand this program entirely 
correct. In this dispersal arrangement, you are going to move, say 
to Columbus, Miss., a squadron of SAC. You are bringing that from 
another base. Now, isn’t that the arrangement / 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that a newlv created unit or is that one already in 
existence, General ? 

General Renrz. That is coming from Ramey Air Force Base, P. R., 
Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. Now, that is coming from Ramey. 
What are you going to put in Ramey in lieu of that ? 

General Rentz. We must remember, Mr. Brooks, that the unit 
equipment has changed. Ramey had been 36’s. Now we have gone 
from 30-unit equipment to 45- unit equipment. And with the allied 
tankers, the mission at Ramey will remain approximately the same 
numerically. 

Mr. Brooks. You mean the numerical strength is the same and the 
need for facilities are the same. 

General Ren'rz. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. What about these other bases? When you move a 
squadron or a wing out of a SAC base, what are you going to put in 
lien of it ? 

General Rentz. We are putting in a unit of other commands at a 
number of bases. Now if we go into executive session, Mr. Chairman, 
Colonel Darby is prepared to show you exactly the utilization. 

Mr. Brooxs. Well—— 

General Rentz. Of all these bases where we are moving a squadron 
out. 

Mr. Brooxs. I will not pursue it further, but we are going 
ahead—— 

The Cuarrman. Now 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, we are going ahead in authorizing 
a huge amount of expenditure here on the basis that we are moving 
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out SAC units from established commands where they are com- 
fortably situated in most cases. 

Now we ought to know really before we authorize all of that what 
is going to be put back in at those bases to utilize already existing fa- 
cilities at the bases from which these SAC units are taken. 

General Rentz. Mr. Brooks, that is not—— 

Mr. Brooks. We are really going after it backward, because in- 
stead of knowing in advance what you are going to do we go ahead and 
authorize these new bases to be activated, and the new facilities, and 
then we come along afterward and say, “Oh, by the way, what are 
you going to put in the facilities that you are leaving vacant?” That 
will amount to multiplied millions of dollars. 

General Renrz. Mr. Brooks, that is not the case in a majority of 
these instances. We are bringing the B-52’s into the inventory 
now, and these bases will be able to take one squadron of B-52’s plus 
the associated tankers. They have not been located at other bases. 

Mr. Brooxs. The numerical strength remains the same. 

General Rentz. Approximately the same, yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. In fact, it is a little lower. Therefore, how are you 
going to find need for the present facilities that you are vacating? 

The Cuarrman. What are you going to use at the place an sre you 
take these wings from ? 

General Renrz. We are going to use them for a number of pur- 
poses. We are using them for ADC . for Tactical Air Command, for 
Strategic Support Squadrons. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I think the only way we could do this would 
be to show you the entire picture. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, if you are going to do it in executive session, 
when I think we are going about it backward, I will wait with both 
my questions until then. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. The next is the Dow Air Force Base at Bangor, 
Maine, $14,759,000. 

Where is that in the book? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is on page 173, Mr. Chairman. 

The 13th base to be considered is Dow Air Force Base. Bangor, 
Maine is located approximately 1 mile east of the base. 

The planned use of the base is for SAC dispersal and Air Defense 
fighter operation. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information with re- 
spect to items in this program in the total amount of $14,759,000. 

Kight items are included to support the dispersal aircraft. These 
items provide parking apron, blast deflectors, radar approach facility, 
squadron operations and training building, aircraft maintenance shop, 
demineralized water and fuel storage, and land easement acquisition 
in the runway approach zones. 

Thirteen items are included in this program to provide facilities 
necessary for the Air Defense Command mission. These items include: 
aircraft arresting barriers, fighter alert facilities and aircraft shelters, 
ready crew building, rehabilitation of a maintenance hangar, flight 
simulator building, ammunition storage and assembly fac ilities, elec - 
trification for ground support equipment, security fence and addi- 
tional land. 
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The remaining two normal base support items are: a bowling alley 
and a gymnasium. 

General Rentz. This, again, is a B—52 dispersal base with a full 
squadron of tankers. It also has a fighter-interceptor squadron at 
this installation. 

The Cuarrman. Now to clear up the question Mr. Brooks has devel- 
oped, where are you bringing—from what base to Bangor? What 
squadron and what base ? 

General Rentz. This is coming from Loring Air Force Base, at 
Limestone, Maine. 

The Cuatrman. Loring? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, the B-52 squadron. 

The Cuarrman. What are you putting at Loring to fill up the gap? 

General Rentz. At Loring we will put additional tankers, and a 
fighter-interceptor squadron is going into Loring. 

The Cuarrman. Then we will utilize all the facilities at Loring? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And then to accommodate the increase at Bangor, 
we must make this additional improvement. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. The same thing follows in every one where you are 
making a transfer. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Colonel Ewranx. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. And if you had not made the transfer, you would 
have been compelled to make the same kind of expenditure at the 
present site where the SAC was? 

General Renrz. No, sir, we would not in its entirety. We would 
have had a wing of B—52’s located on a base. 

The Cuairman. Now, to accommodate the present base, you will 
have to make additional expenditures. 

What is running through my mind: would it have been cheaper to 
have expanded where they were designated, or is it cheaper to do it 
this way? 

General Renrz. Buying the strategic dispersal concept, it is cheaper 
to do it this way. 

The CHatrman. But I am talking about purely from dollars and 
cents. Would it have been cheaper to have kept them concentrated 
like they were, instead of bringing about this dispersal ? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. From the dollars and cents standpoint ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, it would have been cheaper. But we would 
have had a concentration of 75 B-52’s on one base. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman—— 

General Rentz. Plus the tankers. 

The Cuarrman. And that wouldn’t have been militarily sound. 

General Renrz. No, sir . 

Mr. Brooks. If we are—— 

The CHarrman. So therefore to keep from putting all the apples i1 
one basket, we dispersed it in half a dozen or more baskets. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooxs. I am not quarreling, Mr. Chairman, with the principle 
there of dispersal at all. 
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But I am wondering this: in every case you have some dispersal 
in these SAC bases. 

Now I would like to know just how are going to fill up those facilities 
where you move them out in each case. We have authorized a number 
of these changes already. But how are you going to fill them up? I 
would like to know in each instance there. 

General Renrz. We can furnish that, or we can give you the briefing 
on it, Mr. Brooks. We have a briefing all prepared. 

The Cuairman. Give us information—where the dispersal takes 
place and where they are sent some other place, how you fill up the 

vacuum at the place they were taken from. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And if there is going to be any activities there that 
will be abandoned. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Give us all that, and in each case, so we can see. 
And from an economic standpoint, it was cheaper to let them stay 
where they were. But from a military standpoint, it would have been 
very hazardous to have such a large number concentrated on one field. 

General Renrz. Absolutely, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is what prompted it, in the military. 

General Renrz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question about this one ? 

Is this a brandnew field, General ? 

General Rentz. No, sir, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, the reason I asked the question: I thought it 
wasn’t, but it shows improvements as having no value in your inven- 
tory, is that right? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, the improvement column shows zero on 
the land. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, you have inventory total of $17 million. Is 
that the difference between the $441,000 representing cost of con- 
struction ¢ 

General Renz. The $441,000 was the cost of the land. 

Mr. Harpy. So, in other words, your construction on there is valued 
at a little more than $17 million ¢ 

General Rentz. Yes, that is correct, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, you show an unused authorization of $32 million 
at that base. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Is that under construction now ? 

General Renz. 1 would have to check and see how much is under 
construction contract. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, they are working on this base all the time. 
This is a very important base. 

Colonel Epmonps. There is approximately $40 million that is under 
construction at the present time. 

The CHatrman. How much? 

Colonel Epmonps. About $40 million. 

The CuarrMan, $40 million. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now- 

Colonel EpmMonps. Kithe r ‘ender construction or has been completed. 

Mr. Harpy. In other words, part of that would be included in your 
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$17 million, because you only have $32 million in your unused author- 
ization. 

Colonel Ewxsanx. That is correct. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, is that construction that is now going on, is that 
construction for S AC that is coming in there, or is that construction 
for purposes that that base was previously used for / 

General Renz. This construction now going on is for SAC com- 
ing in, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. So that dispersal provision was anticipated before your 
previous authorization ? 

General Ren'rz. This is the second increment for SAC. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that was my question. 

General Ren'rz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So this is the second part of this phase, at least, of this 
aspect of your dispe rsal program ‘ 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, you show 366 as your present officer strength, and 
your planned strength i is not going to be a whole lot more than that ? 

General Renz. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. I have a little trouble understanding why we need to 
spend so much money. Especially, I see you have some recreational 
facilities involved there. Didn’t you have any before ? 

Colonel Ewrank. This is a going base; yes, sir. ‘There were some 
limited recreational facilities at Dow, but, as you know, Dow is one of 
the bases that was constructed during the war with theater-of-opera- 
tion-type structures. It is in a very cold climate. The buildings are 
in very poor condition. I was up there very recently. This is, you 
might say, in effect, replacements. 

Mr. Harpy. Wait a minute. There is replacement of recreational 
facilities. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir; the gymnasium, for instance. The ex- 
terior of this gym is covered with tar paper. During the cold winter 
months of the year, it is necessary that they close this particular 
facility, since it is unusable. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Gavin . Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Who took out the commissary there? Did the Bureau 
of the Budget take it out or did you take it out? 

General Rentz. The Bureau of the Budget, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. How did the Bureau of the Budget arrive at such a con- 
clusion? Did they feel that a gymnasium is more important than a 
commissary ¢ 

The Cuarrman. They are close to the city of Bangor, Maine. It is 
not very far from the trading center. 

Mr. Gavin. Let them answer. I can’t understand why they take the 
commissary out. 

General Rentz. Mr. Gavin, it was a replacement commissary, and 
evidently their feeling in BOB was that we should not put a replace- 
ment in at this time. They have been getting by with this old one, and 
this new commissary could be deferred until a future year. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 
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Now, there is one thing I want to clear up in reference to this dis- 
persal program. 

Now, my recollection is you have a SAC wing at Barksdale Air- 
field, do you not? 

Colonel Ewsank. We have two wings there today. 

The CuatrMan. Two. 

Colonel Ewrnank. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, you are moving one of them away 

Colonel Ewsank. One of the medium w ings will be moved away. 

The Cuarrman. And one will be kept the re? 

Colonel Ewnank. One will be kept there. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, what will be placed at Barksdale to take the 
place of the wing you are moving? 

( Ky EKweank. A B-52 squadron with its associated tankers, 
KC-135 

The CuatrmMan. Then something comes in to fill the void? 

Colonel Ewpank. That is correct. 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The Cnarrnman. All right. 

Now, the next one is Dyess Air Force Base, Abilene, Tex. 

Colonel Ewnank. Page 201, sir, in the book. 

The 14th base to be considered is Dyess Air Force Base. Abilene, 
Tex., is approximately 2 miles east-northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler air- 
craft and a strategic support mission. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information on the item 
in this program amounting to $100,000. 

The one item included is an educational wing for a base chapel. 

The Cuairman. How does it happen you are only going to spend 
$100,000 at this base? This base must stand pretty low on the list, 
then. 

Colonel Ewsank. This is a new base 

Mr. Kunpay. ( Aside.) 

The Cuamman. Mr. Kilday says due to the fact that you already 
spent so much. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir, a brandnew base. 

Colonel Ewsank. It is just virtually completed right now. 

The Coairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

This winds it up completely ¢ 

Colonel Ewnanx. I wouldn’t say it winds it up completely, but as 
we see it right today, operationally the base is substantially complete, 
yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, 
Dak., $2,258,000. 

Colonel Ewsnank. Page 203 in the book, sir. 

The | L5th base to be considered is Ellsworth Air Force Base. Rapid 
City, S. Dak., is approximately 8 miles southwest of the base. 

This base is planned for use as a heavy bomber home base, and for 
medium refueling aircraft operation, and air defense fighter opera- 
tion. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con 
cerning the items in this program amounting to $2,258,000. 

The following four items are included to support the heavy bomber 
and tanker aircraft: replacement of a small portion of the bituminous 
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runway with Portland cement concrete; shoulder stabilization along 
the edge of hangar access apron ; addit ional pavement to provide access 
to a hangar; and blast deflectors. 

One item, an ammunition storage, assembly, and testing facility, is 
included for the Air Defense Command mission. 

The remaining two items provide normal base support and include 
a commissary Ss sales facility and replacement of an existing temporary 
noncommissioned officers’ mess. 

Colonel Ewrank. This is a B-52 home installation. One of the 
major items here is repairing, you might say, or rehabilitation of a 
part of the instrument runway. 

The Cuatrman. All right, without objection, it is approved. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane. 

Colonel Ewsank. The 16th base to be considered is Fairchild Air 
Force Base. Spokane, Wash., is approximately 8 miles east of the 
base. 

This base is planned for use as a SAC heavy bomber home base and 
for operation of medium refueling aircraft. 

The committee has been furnished with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program in the total amount of $1,480,000. 

The two items requested to support the heavy bombers and tankers 
are additional refueling facilities and blast deflectors. 

The Cuatrman. That is the same thing. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir, this is a B—52 home base. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, it is approved. 

Colonel Ewnank. Page 212 in the book. 

The Cuatrman. Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kans 

Colonel Ewrank. Page 216, sir. 

The 17th base to be considered is Forbes Air Force Base. Topeka, 
Kans., is located approximately 6 miles north of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a strategic reconnaissance mis- 
sion and for operation of medium refueler aircraft. 

The committee has been provided detailed information with respect 
to the items contained in this program amounting to $1,357,000. 

The following items are included in the program: special weapons 
training building, and special ordnance storage facilities. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Tex. 

Colonel Ewrank. Page 220, Mr. Chairman. 

The 18th base to be considered is Gray Air Force Base. Killeen, 
Tex., is located approximately 3 miles north northeast of the base. 

The planned use of the base is for a special classified SAC mission, 
and for airways, air communications, and aircraft control and warning 
missions. 

The committee has been furnished with detailed information re- 
garding the item contained in this program amounting to $34,000. 

The one item in the program provides for an exchange facility. 

The Cuatrman. Then this one is about finished. Anything less 
than a couple of million dollars we can assume is just about finished. 
{ Laughter. | 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Colonel Ewnank. This base has a special mission, sir. 

The Cnatrman. It is approved. 





2173 


General Rentz. There will be very small expenditures. 

The CuarrMan. Only $34,000. 

Now, Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Miss., operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $19,3 389,000. 

Colonel Ewsank. The 19th base to be considered is Greenville Air 
Force Base. Greenville, Miss., is located approximately 6 miles south 
southwest of the base. 

This base is planned for use as a SAC dispersal base. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information with respect 
to the items contained in this program in the total amount of $19,- 
389.000. 

All 14 items in the program will provide support for the SAC dis- 
persal mission and include a new heavy duty runway; aircraft parking 
apron; blast deflectors; hydrant fueling facilities; aircraft mainte- 
nance docks; storage for demineralized water, and conventional and 
classified ammunition; and acquisition of necessary land and ease- 
ments. 

The Cuatrrman. When did we establish it? 

General Rentz. This is the first year for Greenville. 

The Cuarrman. Then this is a new base / 

General Rentz. For B—52’s, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. It is an old base, then ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, what has it previously been used for? 

General Renz. It wasa training command base, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. Is it a a training command base now ¢ 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And how long has it been used as a training Com- 
mand Base ¢ 

General Ren'rz. It came in in the inventory in 1941, sir. It is an 
old base. 

The Cuamman. And from 1941 down to date it has been used ? 

General Renz. No, sir, it was deactivated and brought back into 
the picture during the Korean war, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then since the Korean war it has been 
ictive ¢ 

General Renvrz. It has been active as a training command installa- 
tion. 

The CHatrman. What military work was carried on there? 
Training ? 

General Rentz. Flying tri uning, sir. 

The Cuarman. Flying training. 

How large a training program was invoked there ¢ 

General Rentz. They were flying T-33’s, about 150 T-33’s, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. How many wings of Strategic Air Command are 
you moving in there? 

General Rentz. We are mov ing one squadron of B-52’s, plus asso- 
ciated tankers. There will be 25 heavy aircraft. 

The Cuarrman. Twenty-five heavy aircraft ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much land acquisition ¢ 
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Colonel Payne. There are 899 acres, sir, for the new runway to be 
bvilt. There will be 30 acres for the ordnance area and aircraft 
parking required; 400 acres for restrictive easements around the 
ammunition area, and 583 acres in clearance easements for the new 
runway. 

The Cuamman. Now, where are the squadrons coming from that 
are going to be placed at Greenville? You have already located the 
one at. Barksdale. 

ee Ewrank, This one comes from Walker Air Force Base at 
Roswell, N. Mex., sir, one squadron. 

The Cuarrman. And something is going to be put in this base at 
New Mexico? 

Colonel Ewranxk. Tactical Air Command unit, tactical reconnais- 
sance. 

The CaarrmMan. Then you said— to get the record straight, from an 
economic standpoint, it is hentai more to bring about the dispersal ! 

General Rentz. Yes, si 

The CHarrman. But one a military standpoint, it is absolutely es 
sential ? 

General Rentz. It is mandatory from the military standpoint. 

The CHarrman. Exactly. 

Now-—— 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the original plan was to 
create new bases, and this is much less expensive than to create a new 
base for dispersal purposes; that is correct, isn’t it? 

General Renrz. That is correct, Mr. Brooks. 

The CHarrmMan. I want to say 

Mr. Brooks. Now, one more question : 

A B-52—what is the personnel strength of a squadron of B-52’s? 

General Rentz. I will give you that. 

Colonel Darsy. There are 1,200 people if we pli ice them in a tenant 
status on a base that already has other missions, but we will say at 
Columbus, Miss., where the SAC squadron and its tankers will be the 
primary mission, there will be approximately 1,900 people. 

Colonel Ewsank. Two thousand. 

The CuairmMan. Now—— 

Mr. Brooxs. So the other is housekeeping. 

Colonel Darpy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Twelve hundred plus the housekeeping, which would 
make 1,900. 

Colonel Darny. Yes, sit 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, this item is approved. 

The next one is Homestead, Fla. 

Colonel Ewpank. Page 238 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The 20th base to be considered is Homestead Air Force Bases. 
Homestead, Fla., is located approximately 5 miles south, southwest of 
the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueling 
aircraft operations. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item contained in this program amounting to $380,000. 
The one item is requested for support of the bomber and tanker air- 
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craft and will provide necessary utilities for aircraft maintenance 
docks which will be transferred from another base. 

The CHarrman. Well, we have just gone through paying $2,000 
an acre for land to build C apehart houses down there. We established 
this base down there. It was in the same position that Greenville 
and some of these other bases that were deactivated during the war 
and brought back in. 

All right, without objection, the item is approved. 

The next one is Hunter, at Savannah, $994,000. 

What is that for? 

Colonel Ewnank. It is on page 240, Mr. Chairman. 

The 21st base to be considered is Hunter Air Force Base. Savannah, 
Ga., is located approximately 4 miles northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueling 
aircraft operation. 

‘The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program in the total amount of $994,000. 

The two items are for normal base support and will provide for 
permanent officers’ quarters and replacement of a temporary mobil- 
ization type officers’ mess. 

Colonel Ewsank. Two items here—— 

Mr. Gavin. Where is this located ¢ 

Colonel Eweank. Savannah, Ga., Hunter Air Force Base. 

Mr. Gavin. Georgia. 

Colonel Ewsank. ‘Two items, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Green. Is it a new base? 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is Lake Charles, La. 

This base is probably finished; only $179,000. 

Colonel Ewsnank. Yes, sir. 

The 22d base to be considered is Lake Charles Air Force Base. 
Lake Charles, La., is located approximately 1 mile west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC medium-bomber and tanker- 
aircraft operation and a TAC fighter-bomber mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the item in this program in the total amount of $179,000. 

The one item in the program will provide for removal of flight 
hazards, 

Colonel Ewxsank. This base is substantially complete with the 
exception of replacements. 

The Cuairman. We keep records here. When you say a base is 
tinished, we will remember it next year 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Larson Air Force Base, $12,112,000. 

Colonel Kweank. Page 245 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The 23d base to be considered is Larson Air Force Base. Moses 
Lake, Wash., is located approximately 4 miles south, southeast of 
the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC medium-bomber and 
refueler-aircraft operation, an Air Defense fighter-interceptor mis- 
sion, and an ADC clirection-finding center. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program amounting to $13,112,000, 
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Six items support the SAC bomber and tanker mission and include : 
runway extension; aircraft parking apron, hydrant fueling facilities ; 
demineralized water storage; and storage facilities for conventional 
and classified ordnance weapons. 

One item is included to provide aircraft shelters for the Air Defense 
Command mission. 

The remaining item is a service club. 

The Cuarrman. This is a very important one on the Northwest. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir. This today is a Tactical Air Command 
base, but we are programing against a new mission for this base which 
will be a Strategic ‘Air Command mission of B-47’s. We will have 
B-47’s and KC-97 tankers at this installation, replacing a troop- 
carrier unit that is in there now. 

The Cuarmman. All right; without objection, that item is approved. 

Now, the next one is Laughlin Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 255, Mr. Chairman. 

The 24th base to be considered is Laughlin Air Force Base. Del 
Rio, Tex., is located approximately 7 miles west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a strategic reconnaissance 
mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information regard- 
ing the item in this program amounting to $250,000. 

The one item included for this base will provide for the strengthi- 
ening of a portion of the existing runway. 

The Cuatrman. This base is about finished, too ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir; this base is. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection. 

The next one is Lincoln Air Force Base, land acquisition, $37,000. 

Colonel Ewsank. The 25th base to be considered is Lincoln Ain 
Force Base. Lincoln, Nebr., is located approximately 3 miles south- 
southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium-bomber and refueler 
aircraft operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information regard 
ing the item in this program for a total amount of $37,000. 

The one item included for this base provides for additional land 
acquisition. 

The CHarrman. What do you want that little tract of land for? 

Colonel Ewrank. This provides for the acquisition of 103 acres of 
land adjacent to the north end of the instrument runway at the 
Lincoln Air Force Base. 

I would like to ask Colonel Payne to go into the details on that, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Payne. Sir, in the past 2 fiscal years we have acquired 
some—— 

The Cuarmman. Talk a little louder, Colonel. 

Colonel Payne. In the past 2 fiscal years we have acquired land 
there for expansion of the base, and in doing so there is a highway, 
a railroad and a drainage ditch which must be relocated in connection 
with the runway extension. This is to round out the previous 
acquisitlon—— 

The Cuatrman. The road and the railroad, and all those facilities 
were there when you laid out your runway, were they not? 

Colonel Payne. Yes, sir; they were. 
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The Cuamrman. Didn’t you know that you would someday have to 
remove them or else they would be hazardous when you extended 
the runway ? 

Colonel Paynz. There is also the drainage ditch, there, sir, which 
came about during the design of the runway extension. 

The CHatrMAn. Without objection, the item is approved. But it 
looks like to me when you lay out a base or anything, you should 
anticipate all these things. If you did, and worked it out very well, 
you would save a great deal of money. Because later on you have 
to change it on account of certain other conditions. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. It was laid out during World War II, 
Mr. Chairman, 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, $2,364,000. 

Colonel Ewpank. Page 261, Mr. Chairman. 

The 26th base to be considered is Lockbourne Air Force Base. 
Columbus, Ohio, is located approximately 11 miles north-northwest 
of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler 
aircraft operation and an Air Defense fighter interceptor mission. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information with re- 
gard to the items contained in this program amounting to a total 
of $2,364,000. 

A special weapons training facility and storage facilities for classi- 
fied ordnance weapons are included to support the SAC mission. 

Four items included in the program are provided for the ADC 
mission. ‘These items include: Aircraft shelters, ordnance storage 
facilities, and electrification for ground-support equipment. 

The CrarrMan. That base has been in existence some time. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir; since 1942. It was a World War II 
base. It isthe home of two B-47 bombardment wings. 

The CuairmMan. That is right. 

Colonel Ewsank. Plus two tanker squadrons. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Without objection, it is approved. 

The next one is Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine, $7,322,000. 

Now this is a very important one. 

Colonel Eweank. Yes, sir; page 269 in the book, sir. 

The 27th base to be considered is Loring Air Force Base. Lime 
stone, Maine, is located approximately 4 miles southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base if for a SAC heavy bomber home base, 
medium refueler aircraft operation, aviation de ‘pot operation, Air 
ways Air Communications, and an ADC fighter interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con 
cerning the items in this program amounting to $7,522,000, 

Two items included for support of the home-base requirements are 
blast deflectors, and modification of existing hydrant fueling systems. 

One item is included to provide additional operational and reserve 
aviation fuel storage. 

Eleven of the items programed are required to accommodate de- 
ployment of an ADC fighter interceptor mission to this base. These 
items include: Parking apron; aircraft arresting barriers at the ends 
of the runway; aircraft shelters and alert facilities; a flight simulator 
training building; maintenance facilities; ammunition storage and 
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assembly facilities; and electrification for ground-support equipment. 

The remaining item will provide additional food cold-storage space 
for the base. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question or two about 
this one? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are moving some of your units away from here, 
aren’t you, Colonel ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are moving some SAC units away. Are you bring- 
ing in something to replace them ¢ : 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. We are moving one squadron, for in- 
stance, of B—52’s to Dow, that we just looked at. We are bringing in 
a fighter-interceptor squadron in here, plus some additional tankers, 
because of its location way up in the Northeast. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Let me ask him just 1 or 2 more questions. Is the major 
part—apparently from the looks of the book here the major part of 
what you are doing there has to do with an air-defense unit. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. That is coming in. There is nothing there to take 
care of their requirements now 4 

General Rentz. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. One specific item you have is modification of a fuel 
hydrant. Now that is $947,000. What is the nature of that modi- 
fication ? 

Colonel Ewreanx. The nature of that modification, Mr. Hardy, is 
that the outlets presently are located in the taxiway. Originally with 
the B-36’s we would taxi the airplanes on the taxiway and set them 
over the hydrants. With the B—52 we have an entirely different prob- 
lem. This modification is to move them back into the parking stubs 
where the B-52 actually will be parked. 

Mr. Harpy. So you have to move all these little houses with the 
pumps and all that ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. No, sir; only the outlets, sir. The outlet is what 
we are moving, the outlet that comes up into the pavement. We are 
moving it from the taxiway back into the stubs. 

Mr. Gavin. Getting back to Lockbourne, how close is Lockbourne 
to Columbus, Ohio ? 

Mr. Price. Eleven miles. 

General Rentz. Eleven miles from Columbus, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gavin. You are sure you are not going to get blocked out one 
of these days? 

Colonel Ewrank. We don’t think so, not at Lockbourne: no, sir. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, Loring is approved. 

Now MacDill. Now tell us briefly about this $936,000. 

Colonel Ewrank. This is on page 286, Mr veg virman. 

The 28th base to be considered is MacDill Air Force Base. T: ampa, 
Fla., is located approximately 1 mile north-northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler 
aircraft operations, ADC fighter-interceptor training, and ADC tow 
target mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $936,000. 
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Two items included in the program are to support the ADC fighter- 
interceptor operation mission and include: Ammunition storage and 
assembly facilities; and electrification for ground support equipment. 

The other two items are for base support and consist of a photo- 
graphic laboratory and flight simulator training building. 

Colonel Ewsank. The items in this particular request, amount- 
ing to $936,000, is in support of the new Air Defense Command mis- 
sion that we are placing in at MacDill, which is for a weapons em- 
ployment center. The mission of the weapons employment center is 
to train the fighter interceptor crews in gunnery training over the Gulf 
ranges. 

Mr. Bennett. Is that what you moved from Buckingham ? 

General Rentz. This mission would have gone into Buckingham 
had the base materialized. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Are you moving some SAC elements out of here? 

Colonel Ewrnank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ewnanr. We are moving one wing of SAC out of here. 

Mr. Harpy. And your final strength will be about the same? 

The Crarrman. That is right. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

The Cuatrman. It is the same situation 

Mr. Brooxs. What are you putting back in you say ? 

Colonel Ewsank. We are putting back in the Air Defense Com- 
mand employment center, where they train fighter-interceptor crews 
for their gunnery practice. 

The Cuarrmay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the next item is Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, 
Mont. 

Colonel Ewpank. Page 291, Mr. Chairman. 

The 29th base to be considered is Malmstrom Air Force Base. 
Great Falls, Mont., is located approximately 5 miles west of the base. 

The planned used of this base is for medium refueler aircraft 
operation and an air defense fighter interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program amounting to $3,518,000. 

Five items programed in support of the SAC tanker missions in- 
clude: widening of taxiway apron access pavement; stabilization 
along the edge of existing taxiways; modification of existing fuel- 
ing facilities and provisions for additional hydrant fuelng systems; 
and additional aviation fuel storage. 

The remaining three items are included for the fighter interceptor 
mission. These items provide; arresting barriers at each end of the 
runway, ammunition storage facilities, and electrification for ground- 
support equipment. 

Colonel Ewpank. This isa tanker base. At present—plus a fighter 
intercepter squadron. 

At present and in the past they had Strategic Air Command fighters 
in there, but now the mission is going to tankers, two squadrons, a total 
of 40 tankers in there. 
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The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is March Air Force Base, Riverside, Calif. What kind of 
a base is that? 

Colonel Ewnanx. Page 301, sir. 

The 30th base to be considered is March Air Force Base. Riverside, 
Calif., is located approximately 9 miles northeast of the base. 

The headquarters for the Strategic Air Command’s 15th Air Force 
is located at this base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC medium bomber and refueler 
aircraft operation, and TAC heavy troop carrier aircraft and stra- 
tegic-support mission. 

‘The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,347,000, 

One item is included in the program to support the medium bx ymber 
and tanker mission. This item provides for an alternate communica- 
tions center. 

The other two items provide additional messing facilities for airmen 
and additional quarters for officers. 

The Cuarrman. I reduced it from the figures down to $2,347,000. 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. What was the reduction? May I be permitted to ask? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir; we will permit you to make inquiry as to 
the reduction. 

Mr. Ketiener. The jet-test stand for $25,000 was eliminated. 

Mr. Gavin. What? 

Mr. Ketiener. A jet-test stand was eliminated. 

The CrarrMan. That shows how close we examine these items. 

Mr. Durnam. That is mighty little. 

The CuarrMan. Now, without objection the amendment is agreed 
to and the new figures inserted and the item is approved. 

The Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho. 

Colonel Ewpank. Page 306 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The 31st base to be considered is Mountain Home Air Force Base. 
Mountain Home, Idaho, is located approximately 10 miles northeast 
of the base. 

The planned use of the base is for medium bomber and refueler 
aircraft operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information regard- 
ing the items in this program in the total amount of $2,022,000. 

The four items included in this base program provide; an installa- 
tions engineer maintenance shop, airmen dormitories to replace tempo- 

‘ary substandard barracks, recreational facilities, and expansion of 
central heating system. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now members can see what these items are for. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Gavin. It seems like a lot of money for a gymnasium at that 
point, $473,000. 

The Cuarrman. They have to take plenty of exercise to keep warm. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. Gavin. Why did they cut out the commissary at that point? 

General Rentz. That was a replacement and an additional item, 
Mr. Gavin. We have one in operation there at the present time. 











2181 


The CuarrMan. The next one is Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha. 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 312, Mr. Chairman. Thirty-second base to 
be considered is Offutt Air Force Base. Omaha, Nebr., is approxi- 
imately 8 miles north-northwest of the base. 

The headquarters for the Strategic Air Command is located at this 
base. 

The planned use of this base is also for SAC refueler aircraft 
oper ation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $7,681,000. 

Fifteen items are included in the program to-support the tanker 
mission. These items include: Shoulder stabilization of existing 
taxiways; additional pavement for parking apron and access to new 
docks; a warmup holding pad; blast deflectors; fueling facilities; a 
squadron operations building; maintenance docks; modification of a 
portion of the field maintenance hangar; replacement of the auto 
maintenance and storage facilities; replacement of the Installations 
Engineer facilities; storage for demineralized water; and acquisition 
of land. 

ive items are for the base support consisting of a chapel educational 
wing, utilities to support the items in this program, additional sanitary 
sewage facilities, a road, and acquisition of land. 

The other item provides additional dormitories for airmen. 

The Cuamman. How long has this base been out in Omaha? This 
is headquarters of SAC; isn’t it? 

General Renz. That is right. 

Colonel Ewsank. The field is located—— 

The Cuairman. Allright. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 341 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The 33d base to be considered is Pinecastle Air Force Base. Or- 
lando, Fla., is located approximately 8 miles northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber aircraft opera- 
tion, a strategic support mission, and an Air Defense fighter-inter- 
cepter mission. F ; 

rhe committee has been provided with detailed information regard- 
ing the items in this program amounting to a total of $3,271,000. 

All seven items in this base program will provide support for the 
Air Defense mission being deployed to this location. ‘These items 
include: aircraft arresting - barriers; alert facilities; ammunition stor- 
age and assembly faci lities ; electrification for ground support equip- 
ment; and restrictive land easement acquisition in conjunction with 
alert facilities. 

The CuarrmMan. Now I have stricken that out. 

Mr. Duruam. The blue is the Vinson mark and the red is the Bureau 
of the Budget. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Kiunpay. Blue is Vinson ¢ 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. What about striking this item out? 

General Rentz. These items, Mr. Chairman, were for the redeploy- 
ment of a fighter-interceptor squadron. 

At the present time we think that we can program this in 1959 and 
make the BOD date on this base. 

The Cuarman. All right, without objection, Pinecastle Air Force 
Base in Orlando is postponed until next year. 
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Now Plattsburg Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ewrank. Page 350, Mr. Chairman. 

The 34th base to be considered is Plattsburg Air Force Base. 
Plattsburg, N. Y., is located approximately 1 mile northeast of the 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler 
aircraft operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program amounting to a total of $231,000. 

The two items contained in this base program are: demineralized 
water storage, central heating plant for family housing area, and a 
ewer overpass structure to carry base traffic over U. S. Highway 
No 

The Cuarrman. I reduced that down to $231,000 from the $931,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. The heating plant is out. 

The Cuairman. Is that satisfactory / 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Colonel Ewsanxk. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, the item is approved, 
with the amendment. 

The next is Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, N. H., $2,- 
344,000. 

Colonel Ewpanx. Page 355, Mr. Chairman. 

The 35th base to be considered is Portsmouth Air Force Base. 
Portsmouth, N. H., is located approxim: atly 214 miles west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler 
oper ation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,344,000, 

Five items are included in the program for base support and in- 
clude: storage for demineralized water; additional water supply fa- 
cilities; and acquisition of land. 

The other item provides for a new base chapel. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Schilling Air Force Base, Salina, Kans., $5,892,000. 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 264 for Schilling Air Force Base, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The 36th base to be considered is Schilling Air Force Base. Salina, 
Kans., is located approximately 4 miles northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler 
aircraft operation, and an Air Defense fighter-interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information regard- 
ing the items in this program amounting to a total of $3,892,000, 

Eight items in this base program will provide support for the Air 
Defense mission being deployed to this location. These items include: 
aircraft shelters; alert facilities; ammunition storage and assembly 
facilities; electrification for ground support equipment; perimeter 
fencing and acquisition of land for the siting of alert facilities. 

The other two items, required for normal] base support, provide for 
a new chapel, education wing, and facilities for an officers’ open mess. 
The Cuairman. Without objection, that base is approved. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, Calif., $3,528,000. 
Colonel Ewrank. Page 376 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 
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The 37th base to be considered is Travis Air Force Base. Fairfield, 
Calif., is located approximately 6 miles west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a SAC heavy bomber home base, 
military air transport operations, and Air Defense fighter inte reeptor 
operation. It will also serve as the Pacific Division Headqu: irters for 
the Military Transport Command. 

The committee has been furnished with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program in the total amount of $3,528,000. 

Three items are included in support of the SAC heavy bomber 
home base requirements. These items consist of: Modification of ex- 
isting hydrant fueling system to provide additional outlets and stor- 
age; blast deflectors; and utilities and supporting appurtenances for 
aircraft maintenance docks. 

Two items which are programed for the Air Defense mission are 
ammunition storage and electrification for ground support equip- 
ment. 

The remaining item will provide an open mess, NCO. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Turner Air Force Base, $8,628,000. 

Now let me look into that. 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 386 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The 38th base to be considered is Turner Air Force Base. Alb: any, 
Ga., is located approximately 4 miles west-southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal. TAC fighter 
bomber and refueler mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $8,628,000. 

Nine items in the program will provide support for the dispersal 
mission and include: the widening and extending of runway; 
strengthening of existing pavement to provide access to the parking 
apron and to the new maintenance docks; blast deflectors; mainte- 
nance docks; storage for demineralized water and special weapons; 
and acquisition of land for runway extension. 

The Cuatrman. That is a pretty good sum of money down there. 

Mr. Kinpay. Where are we now ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Albany, Ga., Turner Air Force Base, for $8 mil- 
lion. 

Now what is that being used for ? 

General Renrz. That is to be used for a dispersal B-52 base, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. What is Turner Air Force Base used for now? 

General Renrz. Strategic fighters. 

The CHamrman. How many men down there? 

General Rentz. Well, we have approximately 4,590 present 
strength. 

The CuarrmMan. Now let’s see. 

What are you going to do there ? 

Mr. Gavin. That is at Albany, Ga. ? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes, sir. That is the reason I wanted to find out 
something about it. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Colonel Ewsank. The strength will remain essentially the same 
with the two missions, Mr. Chairman. The strategic fighters are go- 
ing out, and the B-52 and the KC-135 squadron are coming in. 
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There will also be a TAC refueling squadron and a fighter bomber 
wing in there. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, then, you are transferring Turner Airfield 
from a Strategic Air Command to a Tactical Air ¢ ‘ommand; is that it? 

Yolonel Ewsank. Just only for a very short period. In this time 
period, by fiscal year 1960, it will be a Strategic Air Command base 
with the B-52 squadron there, and a TAC unit as a tenant on the base. 

The CrHarrman. Well, now are we warranted in making this addi- 
tional expenditure there? Because you are transferring it from SAC 
to a tactical airbase. 

General Rentz. No, it is eventually going to be a SAC base when 
we bring this construction into being, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Oh, you are going to make ita SAC base. 

Mr. Smart. Yes. 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Then it works into the picture of dispersal ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I see. Without objection, the item is approved. 

And the Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, N. Mex. 

Colonel Ewrank. Page 397, Mr. Chairman. 

The 39th base to be considered is Walker Air Force Base. Roswell, 
N. Mex., is located approximately 4 miles north of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC heavy bomber home base, 
ADC fighter-interceptor operation, and TAC reconnaissance mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $9,697,000. 

Six items are included in this program to support the heavy bomber 
and tanker aircraft. These items provide parking stubs and an access 
thereto, blast deflectors, training facilities, and maintenance docks. 

Three items are included to support the Air Defense fighter-inter- 
ceptor mission. These items provide for ammunition storage and 
assembly facilities, and electrification for ground support equipment. 

The other seven items, required for normal base support, provide 
for a flight simulator building, a headquarters building, dormitory 
and messing facilities for airmen, quarters for officers and nurses, and 
facilities for officers’ open mess. 

Yolonel Ewsank. Walker Air Force Base at Roswell is a home 
base for the B-52’s. 

At present they have B-36’s. The B-52’s will phase into this base 
and this construction is in support of the B-52’s and the KC-135’s 
plus a tactical reconnaissance wing which will deploy in to take the 
place of the heavy squadrons that move out in the dispersal concept. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, approved. 

Westover Air Force Base. Now I reduced that to $1,901,000. Is 
that satisfactory ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. What page is that ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Page 415, Mr. Gavin. 

The 40th base to be considered is Westover Air Force Base. Chico- 
pee, Mass., is approximately 5 miles southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a SAC heavy bomber home base, 
refueler aircraft operation, air rescue operations, and an Air Defense 
fighter-interceptor mission. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the items contained in this program in the total amount of 
$1,901,000. 

Four items provide support for the heavy bomber and tanker air- 
craft. These items include: Shoulder stabilization along edge of 
parking areas; blast deflectors; additional fueling facilities ; and a 
special weapons training facility. 

Electrification for ground support equipment is programed for the 
ADC mission. 

The remaining four items consist of: A base chapel and educational 
wing; airmen dormitories; and an additional base electrical switching 
station. 

General Rentz. That was taking out the powerplant there, Mr. 
Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Renrz. We can get along without it. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection—— 

Mr. Durnam. You are bad on powerplants. 

The Cuarrman. Well, there is no need in trying to building new 
ones now to use gas when you have plenty of coal and all that. I 
think they are m: king a good suggestion. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Whiteman Air Force Base, Mo. 

Colonel Ewrank. That is on page 427, Mr. Chairman. 

The 41st base to be considered is Whiteman Air Force Base. Knob- 
noster, Mo., is located approximately 1 mile north of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $235,000. 

The two items included in the program are required for normal 
base support. These items provide for runway approach lighting, 
and a new base chapel. 

The CuarrmMan. How long has this base been in existence ? 

Colonel Ewsank. It is a World War II base. It was built back in 
1942, sir. It was originally used during the war as a troop-carrier 
installation. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, members of the committee, that gets down to the Tactical 
Air Command. 

Now, why not let’s take a recess until Thursday morning? Because 
we are going to have 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I can’t understand why they take out 
the commissaries and put in gymnasiums. You think they feel the 
service needs more exercise than they do food, General ? 

General Renvrz. No, sir, I don’t. Both of them fit in very well with 
the overall personnel facility picture. 

The reason the BOB took out these commissaries is because they 
are replacements. 

The CuarrMan. The committee will take a recess until Thursday 
morning at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:42 a. m., the committee recessed until June 14, 
1957, at 10 a.m.) 
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Hovusr oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, June 13, 1957. 

The committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10 a. m., Hon. 
Carl Vinson, chairman, presiding. 

The CuarrmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 7130. 

My book shows that when we recesse 1d Tuesd: ay we had reached page 
50 in the bill and Tactical Air Command. Is that correct, General ¢ 

General Renrz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now the first one is Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, N. Mex., 
$2,149,000. 

Before you begin to justify the item, give us a briefing on what 
constitutes the Tactic: al Air Command. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The next major command to be reviewed, Mr. Chairman, is the 
Tactical Air Command. 

Now, the mission of this command is to provide for Air Force 
cooperation with land, naval and/or amphibious forces and opera- 
tional training of Air Force units therefor. 

Now this program contains a request for $27,713,000 for the Tactical 
Air Command, and provides facilities at 11 locations. Included 
within this total is $14,314,000 for Tactical Air Command units, and 
$13,399,000 for units of the other commands stationed on Tactical 
Air Command installations. 

Now the $14,314,000 for the Tactical Air Command will remove de- 
ficiencies in operational and support items throughout the command. 

The $13,399,000 for other units consist of $8,457,000 for a Strategic 
Air Command heavy bomber at one installation. That is a dispe rsal 
installation, that we are putting on a tactical base. And $4,942,000 
for Air Defense Command fighter-interceptor mission at three loca- 
tions. 

Now. the first base, Mr. Chairman, is Clovis. The first of these loca- 
tions is Clovis Air Force Base. Clovis, N. Mex., is located 6.5 miles 
2ast-northeast of the air base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units of this 
command. 

The committee has been provided with detailed inform: ition with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,149,000. 

All eight items are included in support of a fighter-bomber mission. 
These items include: Vehicle maintenance shop, wing headquarters, 
troop housing and messing, noncommissioned officers open mess, water 
supply and treatment fac ility, and clearance easements for safe flying. 

The Cuarrman. Now, off the record — 

Colonel Ewsank. That is on page 10, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The CHatrman. I think the general is reading very fine state- 
ments. Brief it down and put it in the report in regard to each one 
of the commands. 

Mr. Keviener. All right, 
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The Cuarrman. Now I have the same thought with reference to the 
other two phases of the bill, on each one of their different subject 
matters, don’t you see 4 

Mr. KeLener. They don’t lend themselves quite as well to that as 
does the Air Force. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, we will try to follow out the same line. 

Mr. Keitiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. So the members can read that chapter and they 
will get briefly a statement of what is set out in the bill. 

Mr. Kevtiener. There will be such summaries in there. 

The CuairmMan. Now, where in the red book is this item ? 

General Rentz. Page 10, volume 4. 

The CuatrrmMan. Now, this is volume 4? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

General Renrz. Page 10. 

The CHarrMan. Page 10. 

Now, this is Clovis Air Force Base. All right, briefly give us the 
justification of this item. 

Colonel Ewsank. Mr. Chairman, we are requesting $2,149,000 of 
new authorization for this installation. As you know, Clovis was 
built early in World War II and it was one of the bases that was 
constructed entirely with theater-of-operation type of buildings. Most 
of the old structures there are the tar-paper-sided type buildings, with 
the exception of the buildings that we have built in the recent years as 
replacement. Several of these items are replacement-type items. ‘They 
are replacing buildings that are of the tar-paper-sided type. Main- 
tenance is extremely costly. The buildings are just unsuitable for the 
operations. 

The Cuamman. Now, what type of plane is genet used on a 
Tactical Air Command? Are you at liberty to say, sir 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. Fighter- bomber type aircraft. In fact, 
the airplanes that are progr: ‘amed for this installation are the F-105 
type aircraft. That isa very advanced 

The Cuamman. Allright. It is a fighter-bomber type. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is used at a tactical base ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, what type of plane is used at a Strategic Air 
Command ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. A medium or a heavy bombardment- 
type aircraft, the B-47 jet bomber, and the B—52 jet bombardment air- 
craft. 

The CHatrman. Now, what type of plane is used at a military 
transport base ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The type of aircraft at Military Transport Com- 
mand bases would be the transport type, cargo-type aircraft, such as 
the C-118. That is the DC—6-type aircraft. The C—124- type air- 
plane. And in some cases we are still using the DC-~4, or the C-54 
aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. And C-121. 

Colonel Ewspank. And C-121; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Which is the Super G Constellation. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuatrrman. What type of plane do we use at Air Training 
Command ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. We use several of the types. For basic training 
we use the T-33, which is a jet single engine trainer. At our ad- 
vanced training command stations we use all of the fighter-bomber 
type aircraft that we have at our operational bases, and the fighter- 
interceptor type aircraft that we have at the operational bases. 

The Cuarrman. Now, are you at liberty to advise the committee as 
to getting away from conventional-type planes to jet types? Is that 
_ objective in all the types of planes, except probably your train- 

planes ? 

 teblenal Ewrank. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. We are getting away 
from the conventional type aircraft entirely at all of our operational 
bases, going into the jet type airplane. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

You have given the justification on Clovis. It is for shops, head- 
quarters, dormitory and dining hall and barracks and open mess and 
water-supply treatment and land easement. 

Colonel Ewpsank. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, Clovis Air Force Base, of the 
Tactical Air Command, is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. When the ae answered you, Mr. Chairman, he 
meant you were getting away from conventional aircraft with the 
exception of your passenger and cargo types? 

Colonel Eweanx. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. You will phase into them if you ever get the KC-135 
in operation. That might come sometime in the future. 

General Renz. That is correct. 

Colonel Ewpanx. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. You are speaking of the Tactical and Strategic Air 
Command. 

General Renvrz. That is correct, Mr. Rivers. 

The CHarrman. Now, the next one is Donaldson Air Force Base, 
Greenville, S. C. Now in looking over this item, I find that you have 
a commissary costing $336,000. “So why wouldn’t it be well to post- 
pone building that commissary because there are facilities there, with- 
out this additional commissary being built ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. They presently do have a commissary. The 
are using existing w arehouse space for their commissary, Mr. Chair- 
man. This is on page 20 in the red book. The second on these loca 
tions is Donaldson Air Force Base. Greenville, S. C., is located 7.5 
miles north-northwest of the air base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units of this com- 
mand and as host to a detached troop carrier squadron on Continental 
Air Command reserve. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,623,000. 

ll four items are included in support of troop carrier mission. 
These items include: Base communications facility, male officers quar- 
ters, commissary store, and a service club. 

The Cuamman. W ell, without objection, we reduce this item $336,- 
000, making an item of $1,237,000. 

Mr. Kewtiener. $1,287,000, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Rivers. Let me say this. I know something about Donaldson 
Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman. Donaldson Air Force Base is a good 
10 miles through heavy traffic from the city of Greenville. It is 5 or 6 
miles anyway. 

The CuatrmMan. But they have a commissary there now. 

Mr: Devereux. They have a commissary there now. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to find out if this commissary is satisfactory. 
He said they have a converted warehouse. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, we have almost 6,000 square feet 

Mr. Rivers. Can you get along with it ? 

General Rentz. Yes; on a very austere basis we can get along with 
it, and not giving the service to the people that we think we should. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to say this, Mr. Chairman. I know something 
about Greenville. I have been there many times. Charleston used 
to be a subbase of it. This is a big base, the biggest thing the Air 
Force flies. 

General Rentz. C-124’s. 

Mr. Rivers. C-124’s. They havea very large installation. 

The Cuarrman. Well— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. Unless it is something that is very neces- 
sary—and this is the headquarters for McCarty’s air force, the 18th 
Air Force ; isn’t it ? 

Colonel Ewspank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It is the headquarters of the 18th Air Force, Mr. Chair- 
man, 

The CrHatmman. Yes, I know, but the Department thinks, Mr. 
Rivers- 

Mr. Rivers. The Department doesn’t think that. 

The Cuatrman,. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. General Rentz said it is on a very austere basis. This 
thing is needed. It isthe headquarters for the 18th Air Force. 

General Renz. Mr. Rivers, we feel as though the deletion of this 
item—although we are not in favor of it we feel that we could get 
by until 1959 and program the commissary in 1959. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

Mr. Kinpay. May I ask a question with reference to hospitals, and 
not specifically this one. I see this was eliminated by the Bureau 
of the Budget. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. How many of your requests for hospitals to the Bureau 
of the Budget were eliminated ? 

General Rentz. Mr. Kilday, if my memory serves me right, there 
were five deleted by the Bureau of the Budget. 

Mr. Kinpay. Out of a total—— 

General Renrz. Five of those. 

Mr. Kitpay. Five out of how many requested ? 

General Rentz. Five out of nine, Mr. Kilday. 

[ would like to say this. Their reasoning on deleting these hospitals 
was the fact that we had a number of hospitals in prior authorizations 
and they wanted us to get our authorization and appropriations in 
phase. Therefore, they figured that we could fund the prior author- 


ized hospitals in 1958 and defer the authorization of these five until 
1959. 











Mr. Kitpay. Did you have 5 deferred in the bill or 5 eliminated ? 

General Renrz. None eliminated, Mr. Kild: ay ; five deferred. 

Mr. Kuwpay. I don’t think I follow you, General. How many hos- 
pitals were requested of the Bureau of the Budget ? 

Mr. Rivers. Seven. 

General Rentz. Eight, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. And how many did the Bureau of the Budget approve ¢ 

General Rentz. Four. 

Mr. Kivpay. How many are you in position to build? 

General Renrz. We are in position to build those four that are in 
this year’s authorization. In the 1958 financial plan that will be sub- 
mitted to appropriations we will have 10 hospitals that have been au- 
thorized in prior years, plus the 4 hospitals that have been authorized 
in 1958, that we are requesting authorization for this year. This in- 
cludes Vincent Air Force Base. 

Mr. Kinpay. You will have 13 that you can go ahead with, General. 

General Renvrz. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Then as Mr. Kilday says, you are asking and getting 
money to do just that. 

General Rentz. Absolutely. 

Mr. Rivers. You will have the money. 

General Rentz. It will be submitted to the Appropriations Com- 
mittees for clearance. 

Mr. Rivers. And then you will have your funding and your au- 
thorization in line. 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. When you come back for these deferrals, you will say 
“We have the backlog cleaned up and we are now ready to go forward 
with these which we have deferred.” 

General Renrz. And we plan on funding them the year we get them 
authorized. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. Well, the thing I was interested in—I developed with 
the Army when they were here the difficulty that has been experienced, 
one that I know has been experienced in the Air Force also, in getting 

hospitals through the Bureau of the Budget. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. There is an allergy in the Bureau of the Budget to hos- 
pitals. I wanted to see how we make out. 

The CuHarrmMan. We have this program, then. We are going to 
build 13 in fiscal 1958. There are 10 that have been previously au- 
thorized. 

General Rentz. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. The money has not been appropriated yet. 

General Rentz. No, sir; it has not. 

The CuHarrman. Plus these 4 will be 13 that we are going to build 
this year. 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. For fiscal 1958. 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The Cuarmman. Now, off the record. 

(Further discussion off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman, before you go forward ! 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Reece. 

Mr. Reece. Since Mr. Kilday referred to the action of the Bureau 
of the Budget, if you will bear with me, I would like to ask one 
question. 

The CuarrmMan, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Reece. That doesn’t pertain to this part of the bill. 

[ notice in going over the bill the Bureau of the Budget entirely 
eliminated the Arnold E Ingineering project. Therefore, . it will not 
come for explanation and discussion here in the course of considera- 
tion of the bill. 

What is the situation regarding the Arnold Engineering project? 

General Rentz. Mr. Reece 

Mr. Reece. The bill originally provided $10 million. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Reece. Which was entirely eliminated by the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. The Bureau of the Budget reasoning on 
that, after having a presentation by the Research and Development 
people from the Air Force, and the Research and Development people 
from the Secretary of Defense, was that the items requested for 
Arnold could be deferred another year without a detrimental effect to 
the operational capability of the Air Force. 

Mr. Reece. So it is a question of deferral and not of making in- 
stallations along the same lines at some other base ? 

General Ren'rz. That is entirely correct. It is a deferral and not 
a deletion. 

Mr. Reece. And some of these commissary items are also in the 
same category / 

Gener al Rentz. That is correc t, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crairman. They will be here next year. And I may go one 
step manne, and say this base down in New Mexico is also in that 

category. arly everything that has been deleted will appear here 
coal year in your public works bill. 

Mr. Reece. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

General Renrz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the England Air Force Base, Alexandria, La. 

Colonel Ewnank. Page 26 in the book. 

The CuHatrMan. $1,558,000. 

What page is that on? 

Colonel Ewrpank. It is page 26 in the book, Mr. Chairman. The 
third of these locations is England Air Force Base. Alexandria, La., 
is located 5 miles east of the air base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units of this com- 
mand, 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in the program in the total amount of 
$1,558,000. 

All five items are included are in support of a fighter bomber mission 
with air refueling capability. These items include: Troop housing 
and messing, base theater, land acquisition in fee and clearance ease- 
ments to provide safe flying conditions. 

The Cuamman. Now, give us some information in regard to that. 











Colonel Ewsank. England Air Force Base is a tactical bombard- 
ment—tactical fighter bomb base. They will have F105-type air- 
planes there. The items that we are requesting this year are dormi- 
tories, a dining hall, and a theater. 

The Carman. Now, that is an old base? 

Colonel Ewnanx. It was a base that we used during World War IT, 
Mr. Chairman. It was turned back to the community immediately 
after the war. It was reactivated again later, approximateley 1950 
or 1951. 

The buildings that were there deteriorated very, very rapidly, and 
are poor—— 

The Cuarrman. We reactivated a great many of these bases when 
we laid down the principle that we would have 137 wings. Now, 
since we are coming down to only 118 wings, is there any need for 
or necessity of keeping all of these bases that we reactivated plus 
additional improvements ? 

Because I know and all of us know that in a short time the word 
is going to be passed around that this and that and the other is going 
to have to fold its wings. Now, let’s don’t spend this money and : 
few months later come around here and say that this item must be 
closed up and we have to get away from it. 

General Renz. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, is there anything in this bill up to date that 
is in the process of being closed up or cut down ? 

General Rentz. No, sir, there is not at this time. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, I have checked over what information I have—and I want 
to say to the members of the committee that I don’t find anything in 
this bill that is in the process of being curtailed. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

This program is based upon our year-end 1960 position, in support of 
the 118-wing program, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Thatisright. Allright. 

Without objection, we approve that. 

The Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Tex. 

Colonel Ewrank. That is on page 32. The fourth of these loca- 
tions is Foster Air Force Base. Victoria, Tex., is located 6 miles 
southwest of the airbase. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units of this com- 
mand, 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in the program in the total amount 
of $760,000. 

All five items included are in support of a fighter mission. These 
items include: educational wing for the base chapel, service club, of- 
ficers open mess, base utilities extensions in support of programed 
facilities and acquisitions of clearance easements to provide safe flying 
conditions. 

The Cuatrman. This winds up this base, does it not ? 

Colonel Ewranxk. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

This is in the same category as the previous base. 

The CHarrman. That is on page 32 

General REnrz. 32, sir. 

Colonel Ewsank. 32, sir. 
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This base of course, was built during World War IT. 

It was turned back to the community. We reactivated the base 
again during the Korean conflict. 'That base has been largely rebuilt, 
and this should by and large take care of the deficiencies that exist 
there now. 

The CHarman. Now, this base is going to stay in operation even 
if we cut down to 118, or even a little bit lower, is that correct ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. It is based on 118-wing program, these bases in this 
program this year, sir, 

The CuHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is the George Air Force Base, Victorville, Calif. Supply 
facilities, and community facilities, $2,478,000. 

Colonel Ewnank. Page 39 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrmMan. Without objection, Foster Air Force Base is ap- 
proved. 

Now, the next is the George Air Force Base. 

Page 39. 

Colonel Ewsanx. The fifth of these locations is George Air Force 
Base, Adelanto, Calif., is located 1 mile west of the airbase. 

The planned use of this base is for a day fighter mission of this 
command, and a fighter-interceptor mission for ADC. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the 2 items included in the program in the total amount of 
$2,478,000. 

An exchange sales store is included as base support for this com- 
mand, 

One item is in support of the tenant command ADC, and provides an 
ammo storage facility. 

The Cuarrman. What do you mean by exchange sales store? 

Colonel Ewrank. Mr. Chairman, this is a post exchange store for 
George Air Force Base. This is a replacement item. They pres- 
ently are using a World War IT mobilization structure that is located 
in the industrial area of the base. This is an effort to relocate and 
to get out of this old structure which has deteriorated to a very, very 
poor state. 

The CHatrmMan. Doesn’t that somewhat fall in the commissary 
line of reductions we have been making ? 

Why did we overlook this one? 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, I would like to mention that we have 
tried to balance out our personnel facilities—— 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

General Rentz. To give each base the best possible posture. 

The Cuairman,. All right. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Va. 

$1,255,000. Now, we all know about Langley; it is one of the old 
bases. 

Colonel Ewnank. Page 42 in the book. The sixth of these loca- 
tions is Langley Air Force Base. Hampton, Va., is located 4.5 miles 
south of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for a tactical bomber mission and 
an ADC fighter-interceptor mission. 
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The commitee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in the program in the total amount 

of $1,255,000. 

The two items included in the program are in support of the ADC 
mission. These items include an ammo storage facility, and electrical 
power outlets in the field maintenance hangar for jet aircraft. 

The Cuatrrman. We spent $32 million down there. 

Mr. Rivers. Isn’t that the headquarters for TAC? 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Langley is approved. 

Now, the next is Myrtle Beach. We are not very much familiar 
with Myrtle Beach as a military reservation. We are quite familiar 
with it as a recreational place. Very fine indeed. In years gone 
by, it was the place that everyone from middle Georgia tried to go. 
Now. what kind of military installation do you have at Myrtle Beach ? 

Colonel Ewsank. This will be a tactical air command, fighter- 
bomber base. It will have F-100-type airplanes there. In fact, there 
will be two groups of them located at this installation. This is on 
page 45 in the book, Mr. Chairman. The seventh of these locations 
is Myrtle Beach Air Force base. Myrtle Beach, S. C., is located 
1 mile east-northeast of the airbase. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units of this com- 
mand. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount 
of $1.204.000. 

All eight items included in the program are in support of the fighter- 
bomber mission. These items include: base ammunition shop, air- 
men dormitory, commissary store, an addition to the officers open 
mess, acquisition of clearance easements, removal of hazard, and a 
share in the relocation of civil aviation operations from the Air 
Force base to Crescent Beach Airport. This base is not fully acti- 
vated as yet. You will recall we rebuilt Myrtle Beach beginning with 
fiscal year 1956 program. This is the third increment in restoring 
Myrtle Beach to an operational base. 

Mr. Rivers. You spent a large amount of money there. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Yes, we have. 

The CuarrmMan. How much we previously authorized last year, and 
the year before? We just sort of reopened this one up. 

Mr. Rivers. They must have spent $15 or $20 million. 

The CHarrman. You have 4,415 acres of land. This is a fighter 
bomber win. This fighter bomber groups, is that correct ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

I would say the previous prior authorization has been approxi- 
mately $30 million, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, at least that. 

The Cuarrman. Without objections, the item is agreed to. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman? All those civilian facilities are out of 
there, General ¢ 

General Renrz. The civilian flying facilities ? 

Mr. Bares. No, they had various warehouses, and so forth, down 
there. 

Mr. Kitpay. A turkey farm down there. 
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Mr. Bares. Yes. Does the National Guard use it in summertime? 

General Renrz. No, sir. they will not. 

Mr. Rivers. Not this. They cleaned out the whole thing. 

Mr. Chairman, while you are on Myrtle Beach, the Congressman 
from that district—it seems like I have to kind of sponsor Myrtle 
Beach. They claim that they have had some meetings with the civil- 
ians at Myrtle Beach. I had a wire which I have turned over to Mr. 
Kelleher, claiming that they may have a program of Capeharts there. 
Now, I know it is a resort town, ‘and I don’t think we ought to let any- 
body scare us out of putting necessary housing, because in a resort 
town they charge you 50 times what a house is worth duri ing the tour- 
ist season. 

I want to say we don’t want to program houses at any base if we can 
get them reasonably. 

General Renz. I don’t think we have. 

I certainly agree with the statement you made, Mr. Rivers. 

The Cuatrman. On the other hand, if there is any military require- 
ment for houses—— 

Mr. Rivers. We must do it, I agree with you. 

The Cuamman. Without abe tion, the item is approved. 

Now, the Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tenn. 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 35, Mr. Chairman. The eighth of these 
locations is Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tenn., is located 2 miles 
south of the air base. 

The planned use of this base is for a troop carrier mission of this 
command. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$74.5.000, 

The two items included in the program are base support: a commis- 
sary store, and a service club. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Kilday ? 

Mr. Kinpay. As tothe housing down at Myrtle Beach. I went down 
there with a subcommittee. They were very anxious to have it opened. 
I thought their frame of mind was that they would rather rent that 
resort housing on a year-round basis at a reasonable rental. 

General Rentz. I would like to call upon our housing people, Gen- 
eral Gill, on that. 

General Gitt. Iam General Gill, Director of Facilities Support. 

We have a bona fide hard core requirement for the 800 units that 
we have, with a letter of acceptability issued already. The rents in 
the area are high. I can give you the statistics of our requirement 
if you wishthem. But I am sure it is hard core requirement at Myrtle 
Beach. 

Mr. Kizpay. I took a subcommittee down to the Carolinas some 
time ago about reactivating the base, and we worked out of Myrtle 
Beach. We were all very much impressed with the attitude of the 
people at Myrtle Beach toward the Air Force and their attitude about 
if they should be reopened. 

[ was just wondering if you had had full, whole-hearted coopera- 
tion in making some of those resort housing developments available 
for family housing ? 
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General Git. Generally, we have had cooperation, but as in most 
of these instances, there are some local interests who are not totally 
in favor of it. 

I believe this applies at Myrtle Beach also. But we have concur- 
rences with the field office directors of the FHA that there is a valid 
requirement for these housing facilities at Myrtle Beach. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is all. 

The Cuatirman. Without objection, Myrtle Beach is approved. 

Sewart Air Force Base is approved. 

Now, the next is Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, $11,535,000. 

Colonel Ewpank. Page 58 in the book, Mr. Chairman. The ninth 
of these locations is Seymour Johnson Air Force Base. Goldsboro, 
N. C., is located 2 miles north-northwest of the airbase. The planned 
use of this base is for a fighter day mission of this command, SAC 
dispersal base and an ADC fighter interceptor mission. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information with re- 
spect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$11,505,000. 

Four items are included to support the Tactical Air Command 
fighter day wind. These items include squadron headquarters, edu- 
cational wing for base chapel, commissary store, and service club. 

Eight items are included in support of the SAC disperal missions. 
These items include widening and extending the runway, blast de- 
flector, hydrant system, navigational aids, ‘squadron operations and 
target intelligence, line fire station, large aircraft maintenance dock, 
addition to parachute and dinghy shop, demineralized water-storage 
facility, ordnance-storage facility, two land acquisition items, clear- 
ance and restrictive easements, removal of hazard, and removal of 
utilities (20 through 25). 

Two items are included in support of the ADC fighter-interceptor 
mission. These items include an ammo storage facility and provisions 
for electric power outlets in the field maintenance hangar for jet air- 
craft. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, let’s see. We spent a great deal of money 
there previously. Why = we spending so muc *h down there? 

Colonel Ewranx. Mr. Chairman, this is the first increment to take 

care of a Strategic Air ( mame dispersal mission for this base. We 
will have B-52’s—— 

The CuarrMan. How much did we authorize last year there, at 
Seymour Johnson ? 

General Rentz. That was no authorization, Mr. Chairman, last 
vear for the SAC mission. 

The CHarrkMAn. Some time prior to that we made a tremendous 
authorization. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. The Department was there. 

Some years prior to that, we made a large authorization. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, but it was not for the Strategic Air Com- 
mand mission that is presently programed in there, in addition to the 
mission that had been previously authorized. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then the field has two missions. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMAN. This is strategic air mission ? 
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Colonel Ewsank. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, what is the other mission ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The other mission is a tactical fighter-bomber 
mission. 

The CuarrmMan. Then at this base, there will be two commands; is 
that correct? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Colonel Ewsank. There will actually be three commands there, Mr. 
Chairman, 

The CuatrMan. You are not following your dispersal very much, 
are you? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir, we are following dispersal here, along 
the Strategic Air Command c oncept. 

We have one squadron of Strategic Air Command heavy bombard- 
ment in there. We have a fighter ‘interc eptor unit for defense. 

The Cuatrman. Where did you bring the one you are putting 
there—where did you bring it from ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is coming from Ramey, down in Puerto 
Rico, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You brought that from Puerto Rico and put it at 
Seymour Johnson. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And in addition to that you have a tactical com- 
mand there. 

Colonel Ewnank. That is correct. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And the money we previously authorized was to 
take care of the Tactical Air Command. 

General Rentz. And the fighter interceptor squadron that is there 
also. 

The CHarrMAn. You have three missions there at that field. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. You are going to change the mission at Ramey ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. This is a dispersal concept ? 

General Rentz. That is a dispersal concept, Mr. Rivers. One of 
the squadrons from Ramey will go there. 

Mr. Kitpay. General, is that a replacement for the runway? 

Is this a replacement for the old runway ¢ 

General Renz. No, sir. This is an extension to 11,700 feet. 

Mr. Kirpay. Utilizing the previously existing runway ? 

General Rentz. Absolutely, Mr. Kilday. 

The Crarrman. I remember we sent a subcommittee, headed by 
Mr. Kilday, down there when we reestablished Seymour Johnson 
or something in that neighborhood, did we not? 

Mr. Batrs. We turned it down. We turned them all down. None 
of them were any good, you remember. 

The CuatrmMaNn. Facilities? 

Mr. Bares. Myrtle Beach and Seymour Johnson. 

The Cuatrman. How much did we spend to recondition the field 
before the SAC installation was brought in? How much did we 
appropriate? An enormous sum of money. 

Mr. Kettener. $6,600,000 last year, Mr. Chairman. 
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The CHarrMan, Six million six. 

Mr. Keviener. Last year. 

The Cuatrman. All of that was for tactical use? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Now, in addition to that, we must expand the field. 
You won’t have to build any new runways? 

General Renz. We are extending the runw ay and widening it, Mr. 
Chairman. The B-52’s, as you well know, require a 300-foot runway 
width. We are extending the runway 2,100 feet and widening to 300. 

The Cuairman. Now, I find in my book that we reduce this item 
down to $11,505,000, instead of $11,535,000. 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Chairman, that is correct. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Ketitener. And subseque ntly there were internal adjustments 
which added an item of $36,000 for land and another item of $17,000 
for land. So the net effect is that that figure will become $11,558,000. 

This is one 

The CuarrMan. $11,558,000 ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. The three changes combined will repre 
sent that figure. 

And part of them is the internal adjustments, which ends up with 
a net reduction of $4 million, in the whole Air Force title. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Rivers. You say some of that is for land acquisition ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Two of the items, yes, sir, were added. One was 
taken out, and two were added. 

The Cuarrman. To make my phrase correct, in this item instead of 
$11,535,000, it should be $11,558,000 ? 

Mr. Keiiener. $11,558,000, yes, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. An increase of $23,000. 

Mr. Rivers. You cut out $30,000 for removal of a hazard. If you 
are going to put B-52’s in there, you think you shouldn’t remove the 
hazard ? 

General Rentz. I would like the real-estate people to answer. 

Colonel Payne. Sir, that was put in initially on programing before 
the runway extension was designed, and it was thought that some 
farm buildings which were there would be hazardous" to our opera- 
tions. After the runw ay extension has been designed, it is found that 
it is no longer a hazard. 

Mr. Krrentn. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question about this? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krreuin. General, the commissary store, at $277,000—it is just 
2 miles from Goldsboro, one of the outstanding cities of our North 
Carolina community. 

Do you have a commissary there now ? 

Colonel Ewsank. There is no— 

General Rentz. We have approximately 4,000 square feet in one of 
the old mobilization-type buildings that were there in World War II, 
that we are using for the commissary now. It is extremely inadequate. 

Mr. Krrcnr. You think it is absolutely necessary now ? 
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General Rentz. I really do, sir. And you can see on this page, that 
is on page 58, the increase in strength we are going to have at this base, 
sir. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, this item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. One of the critical items when we visited there 4 or 5 
years ago was the housing situation. Now, I wonder if the general 
would address himself to that factor ? 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

Housing at Seymour Johnson. 

Mr. Jacoss. Sir—— 

The Cuairman. Come around and give your name, Mr. Witness. 

Mr. Jacoss. Mr. Jacobs, of the Family Housing Division, Direc- 
torate of Facilities Support. 

There are 1,500 title VIII that are under construction and as of now, 
they are approximately 2 percent complete. 

The Cuatrrman. No Wherry houses there in the first instance, was 
there ? 

Mr. Jacoss. Sir? 

The Carman. Any Wherry houses ever built there ? 

Mr. Jacozss. No, sir. 

General Renz. No, sir. 

The CHarrMAN, So, therefore, you are building Capehart houses ? 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. How much of a deficiency will you have there now ? 

Mr. .Jacoss. Relatively small deficiency on the basis of that figure. 

The CHARMAN. Without objection, this item is made $11,558,000. 

The next item is Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, S.C. Troop hous- 
ing and community facilities, $1,184,000. Where is that in the book? 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 86 in the book, Mr. Chairman. The 10th 
of these locations is Shaw Air Force Base. Sumter, 8. C. is located 
8 miles east, southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for reconnaissance mission and as 
headquarters of the Ninth Air Force. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information with re- 
spect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,184,000. 

Two items are included in support of the base mission. These items 
will provide airmen’s dormitories, and a theater. This is a request for 
two items: Dormitories for the airmen and a base theater. 

The Cuamman. Now, where is Sumter Air Force Base? Is it near 
Charleston ? 

Colonel Ewpank. No, sir. This is at Sumter, S. C. 

Mr. Rivers. Sumter. 

The Cuarmman. Sumter, S.C. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, this is a tactical air command base. 

Colonel] Ewsank. This is the Tactical Air Command base. 

Mr. Rivers. It is the headquarters for General Timberlake. 

Colonel Ewranx. Right. 

The Cratrman. And you have 6,755 enlisted personnel there. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 








2200 


The Cuareman. And you have 549 civilians and 807 officers. 

Colonel Ewsanxk. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And you have already appropriated—authorized 
$18 million up to date; is that correct 

Colonel Ewrnank. That is the inventory as of June 30, last year, 
Mr. Chairman; that is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Has all of that been spent ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. That is now in our active inventory 
at that base. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Huppieston. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question about that 
particular base? 

The CuatrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Huppieston. What is the justification for that theater, Gen 
eral? I see in your book you have two theaters there now, and it is 
stated that both of them were built prior to 1950. I assume that 
that means built in 1949 or somewhat about there. You say that 
one of them is unusable, and beyond economical repair. Tf the theater 
was built at that late date, it would seem highly improbable that. it 
would already be beyond economical repair. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. If my recollection serves me right, they 
were built in 1942, these theaters, sir. 

Mr. Huppieston. They were regular temporary World War II 
theaters ? 

General Rentz. They were regular World War IT theaters, and 
this one is absolutely unusable. 

Mr. Rivers. You have just about everything at this base. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, in this connection, the other day our distin- 
guished colleague from North Carolina, Mr. Kitchin, said he wanted 
to make some comments in regard to—what base was it? 

Mr. Krrentn. It was the removal of the Air Ground Training 
School from Southern Pines to Keesler Field. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Krrcnrtn. While we are on generalities, I would like to say 
this, General. The North Carolina delegation, including the two 
Representatives from the other side of the House, met with Secretary 
Quarles. I don’t remember whether you were present at that time 
or not, prior to the order removing or moving the school from Southern 
Pines to Keesler Field, which, of course, was 2 or 3 or 4 weeks before 
it burned. 

What I wanted to ask you about was: The impression, if not the 
direct statement was made to us that they were moving it for econom- 
ical reasons only, and the facilities at Keesler Field were there and 
available, and ready for use. 

Now, I notice in this particular appropriation bill, that is this par- 
ticular authorization bill here, you come up with a request for $2,209,- 
000 to equip Keesler Field to take care of the air ground school, 
which was moved from Southern Pines. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

The facility to accommodate the air ground school has been in place 
at Keesler Field for the last 2 years. We spent no additional money 
in order to accommodate that move, sir. 

Mr. Kirentn. Well, what 
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General Renrz. This air-conditioning that you see in the Keesler 
request is for the school buildings that accommodate the electronics 
equipment for the training of radar technicians in the Air Force. 

Mr. Kircnr. It has nothing to do with the air ground school ¢ 

General Renvrz. It does not, sir. 

I can assure you of that. I was down there approximately 2 weeks 
ago. 

Mr. Kircnr. Any part of the $2,900,000 request being put into the 
reconditioning of the classrooms or otherwise to accommodate the 
Keesler air ground activity. 

General Renrz. No, sir. 

The Cuamrman. As I understood the other day from the testimony, 
Southern Pines activities burned up; is that correct? 

General Ren'rz. Yes, sir. 

The Cramman. And for that reason you moved over to Keesler 
Field? 

| Chorus of “No.” | 

General Ren'rz. No, sir. 

Mr. Krren1. They had made the order to move before the burning 
took place. 

General Rentz. We were going to move before that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. What are you doing with the area down at South- 
ern Pines? 

Mr. Ketiener. It was a leased facility, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. It was leased. Oh, the Government didn’t own it. 

General Rentz. No, sir; we did not. 

Mr. Brooks. They returned it. 

The CHarrman, All right. 

You returned it. 

Mr. Brooks. Returned it to the lessor. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The CHarrmMan. Now, the next item—Shaw is approved. 

The CuHarrman. Now the next item is Wendover Air Force Base. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I have a constituent here who would 
like to testify, an attorney, on this. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. We will get to him in a moment. 

Now the committee has a letter from our colleague, Mr. Dawson, of 
Utah, that he would like Mr. John Huston to appear in opposition to 
the construction of Capehart houses; is that correct ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct, or rather, at that time that was 
correct. Today the Air Force proposes to put in appropriated hous 
ing, and the objection still stands, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Let’s see. Operational and training facilities and 
family housing, All right. 

Now first develop for the committee how many family houses you 
propose to build there? 

General Rentz. Sixty-eight, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman. Sixty -eight, 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now first give us a background statement of what 
type of Air Force activity this is. Tell us something about it. 

General Rentz. Wendover is a gunnery staging base. All the units 
from the Tactical Air Command rotate through Wendover on account 
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of the ranges available in that area. That is where they get all their 
rocketry training and all their gunnery training, there at Wendover. 

We have a very small number of permanent party who are main- 
tained at Wendover. The total permanent party, as you can see, is 
only 28 officers, 277 enlisted men, and 61 pebkemiers 

These other units come in, stay 30, 60, or 90 days on their gunnery 
tr aining, and then depart and are replac a by another unit. 

The Cuatrman. How many family houses do you plan to construct 
there, by direct appropriation ? 

General Rentz. Sixty-eight, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Sixty-eight. What is the total cost of them ? 

General Rentz. $1,217,000. 

The Cuatrman. Now, of course, under what you have been doing, 
you already have the authorization. There is no need to carry it in 
this bill. 

General Renrz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatmman. Therefore, if the committee approves this, we 
reduce this figure by $1 million, or whatever the amount is that the 
housing costs. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. We have a letter from our colleague in the House 
saying that Mr. Huston, a representative of that community, is op- 
posed to the Government building direct appropriated houses. 

I understand from General Dexereux that Mr. Tydings, the son of 
our distinguished colleague in years gone by in the House, who it 
was my privilege to serve with and who ably served Maryland a 
great many years as chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee, and 
the Senator from M: ryland—are you Senator Tydings’ son ? 

Mr. Typrncs. Yes sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I certainly welcome you here. 

Mr. Devereux. He is a constituent of mine, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrmMan. Good. 

Mr. Devereux. Though we are of opposite political parties. 

The Cuarrman. I am aware of that fact. [Laughter. | 

Nevertheless I want to welcome him here. I certainly hope he is 
following in the footsteps of his distinguished father and his most 
charming mother. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. I might say, Mr. Chairman, he has made an en- 
viable record in the Maryland State Legislature. 

The CuatrmMan. You represent what county ? 

Mr. Typines. Harford County. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, might I state his client’s father 
lived in my district. [Laughter. ] 

The Cuarrman. I want to know why the community is opposing 
the Government building some houses there on direct appropriations. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Huston does not represent the 
saeeeaey: He does not live in that area. But he owns some housing 
in the area which he feels could be rehabilitated by him and used by 
the Air ‘owen 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Tydings, we will be glad to hear you or your 
client briefly as to why we should not build these f: amily houses. 

Mr. Typtnes. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my 
name is Joe Tydings. I am an attorney from Havre de Grace, Md. 
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I represent Mr. John Huston, a businessman, from California, who 
owns 364 housing units in Wendover, Utah. 

Karly in 1954 when the Air Force decided to reactivate the base 
certain of their officers came to Mr. Huston and asked him to rehabili- 
tate the housing there in order to take care of what troops would be 
coming in. 

Mr. Huston went ahead and rehabilitated certain housing there, 
with the understanding from the Air Force at that time that ‘the Air 
Force would not build competing housing or in any way hinder his 
operation. I will introduce Mr. Huston in 2 minutes and he will tell 
you the exact facts. 

Briefly, sir, we oppose this housing on three points. 

First, the Air Force Base at Wendover is in no sense permanent. It 
is temporary. The Air Force themselves do not know how long if 
will be used. And we feel this appropriation could not be justified 
on that basis. 

Secondly, we feel that the housing units there are adequate. Mr. 
Huston has spent over $189,000 in the last 2 years rehabilitating, 
of which $81,000 was borrowed capital outside of all the revenues 
from this project, to rehabilitate them the way the Air Force wished. 
However, from the time he started his rehabilitation, when the Cape- 
hart housing became available to the Air Force, he has never been 
able to get a concrete, definite statement from the Air Force as to 
what they would consider adequate housing. 

He has torn apart and remade 28 units according to the Air Force 
specification he had received. However, still, to the present time 
the Air Force maintains they are not adequate. 

I would like to introduce Mr. Huston to give you the exact facts. 

The CHarmman. Let me clear this up with you, Mr. Tydings. 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrrMan. How many houses does Mr. Huston own out there / 

Mr. Typinos. He owns 364, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cratrman. Three hundred and sixty-four. 

Mr. Typines. Of which— 

The Cuarrman. And they are being occupied by the military per 
sonnel ? 

Mr. Typrnes. Let me get this clear. Mr. Chairman. They were 
built originally Lanham Act concrete housing in World War II. 

Mr. Kiay. Did you say concrete ? 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes, sir, concrete block housing. When World War 
IT was over and the Air Force was deactivated, the FHA sold them 
at. public auction, I believe. This was prior to the reactivation of 
the base, a couple of years before. Mr. Huston bought them at that 
time. They are—they were FHA housing, concrete block housing, 
units. 

The CHarrmMan. Now, let me clear this point up with the Depart- 
ment. What about this being a permanent base? In your plans? 
You testified just awhile ago all Tactical Air Commands set out 
in this bill were to be used. ‘They were not in your plan of decom 
missioning, abandoning or closing up. What about. this base ? 

General Renz. This base, Mr. Chairman, fills a requirement based 
on 118 wing Air Force at year end 1960 position. We can see a con- 
tinued use for this base. 
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I would hate to say that any base was permanent, due to the fluidity 
of the Air Force at this time. But I can see continued use for Wend- 
over, due to the range facilities there. 

The CHarrMan. ‘Well, then, from your statement, in all proba- 
bility a great many of these bases may in a few years be declared 


surplus. 
Mr. Rivers. That is right. 
General Rentz. No, sir. I don’t want to give that impression, sir. 


I would hesitate to put the am of per manent on Wendover, because 
the Secretary has stated that we will not designate any further bases 
as permanent-type bases. 

The Cuarrman. Let me clear this up. Are there any other bases 
in Tactical Air Command you would hesitate to put the tag of per- 
manency on? 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Then this is the only one in this group that you 
have some hesitancy about? 

General Rentz. No, sir; I wouldn’t say that, Mr. Chairman. Any 
base that is not designated permanent at this time, due to a recent 
ruling by the Secr etar y, will not be designated permanent. 

The Cuarrman. Well, then, we are appropriating money here on all 
these other bases. Here was a base that was just awhile ago passed 
over. We appropriated money. I thought everyone of these bases 
were absolutely necessary in your 118-wing structure, and you did not 
at any time have in mind the abandonment of any of these Tactical 
Air Commands. 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. Based on the 
118-wing Air Force we do not have in mind the deactivation or the 
giving up of any of these bases within this program, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And that applies to Wendover? 

General Rentz. That applies to Wendover, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now, Mr. Huston, the committee will be glad to 
have you submit any information why we shouldn’t build 36 family 
houses there. 

Mr. Huston. Yes,sir. May I say, concerning this temporary nature 
of the base, that I was told by the man in charge of programing at 
9th Air Force—I am trying to think of his name—— 

Mr. Types. ( Aside.) 

Mr. Huston. No. And by General Huchinson that they could not 
and would not declare Wendover Base because of the nature of the 
base itself, rather than of any ruling from the Secretary. I am just 
giving you that information. 

They have not declared it a permanent base and said they would 
not do so. 

The second point that is important, I believe, sir, is that I have now 
200 vacant apartments. At the present time I have 100 military in my 
apartments, and I have 200 vacancies. And yet on top of this, the Air 
Force requests an additional 68 units. 

The Cuarrman. How far are your houses from the base? How far 
will your military men have to go from your houses to the installa- 
tion? 

Mr. Huston. They are right on the edge of the base, and they are 
adjacent to the base. 
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I have two little clumps, let’s say, of apartments that surround 
the entrance to the base, the only entrance to the base. 

The Cuarrman. Now 

Mr. Huston. Excuse me, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You mean houses or apartments ? 

Mr. Huston. I’m sorry, apartments. 

The Cuatrman. They are duplex houses? 

Mr. Huston. No, they are usually four in a building. 

The Cuarrman. Four in a building. 

Mr. Huston. Four in a building, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Then the house is built square and divided into 
4 parts? 

Mr. Huston. Right, sir; or they are rectangular. 

The Cuarrman. What is the average rent for the military person- 
el in one of your apartments? 

Mr. Huston. $50 a month. 

The CuatrMan. $50 a month. 

Mr. Huston. That is for an average two-bedroom. I have here a 
small résumé of this which will give these rents. Any my 3-bedroom 
apartments are $55 a month. The 2-bedrooms are $50. The 1-bed- 
room are $45 a month. When we double up the apartments and make 
2 into 1, the 3-bedrooms are then $70 a month. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, now, General, let me clear this up. Why 
hasn’t your military personnel occupied some of those 200 vacant 
quarters there, vacant apartments ? 

General Rentz. General Gill will take this, sir. 

General Gitu. Our personnel have not occupied those quarters, I 
believe, for the reason that Mr. Huston has not yet improved those 
quarters to any extent. 

The CHarrman. Well, are they substandard quarters ? 

General Gruu. They are very definitely 

The Cuarrman. From the military standpoint? 

General Gitt. They are very definitely substandard quarters, Mr. 
Chairman. I have a little testimony here that I think can demon- 
strate that fact. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

The Cxuarrman. Mr. Huston, are you going to put those units in 
condition where they will not fall in the category of substandard if 
Congress doesn’t authorize these 68 houses ? 

Mr. Huston. Yes, sir. I was in the middle of a construction pro- 
gram when I learned that the Air Force was contemplating this ad- 
ditional building. 

I have written the Air Force on several occasions and including one 
oceasion in the last 2 weeks, stating what I would do. And I have 
created two model units there which show exactly what I will do to 
all of them. When they started this Air Force housing, I was in the 
middle of a construction program, which was naturally slowed down 
for my fear that my improvements would be completely worthless. 

The CuHatrman. Now, has the two model units that you submitted 
to the Department—have they been accepted as the proper type of 
reconditioning ? 

Mr. Huston. They are in line with what previous requests of the 
Air Force were before Capehart housing came into existence. I 
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wouldn’t say they have been accepted by them, because they say their 
only acceptance is their own housing. 

The Cuatrman. You see, we fer I like a man should have a house 
where his full quarters allowance should be absorbed by the rent, and 
yet you only have a house where you are only warranted charging 

$50. ‘That means the enlisted man puts $40 in his pocket. What 
we want to do is to have quarters good enough to take up his full 
$90. 

Mr. Huston. Sir, at the request, original request of the Air Force 
I kept my rents down in order to accommodate them. I said that 
I would do this in this first original bargaining, that they would not 
build housing and I would charge certain rents. 

The Cuatrman. Now, General—— 

Mr. Huston. Excuse me, sir. 

The CHatrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Huston. In addition to this, I must say that there is $24 
month average in utilities, in addition to the rent. 

Mr. CunnrncHam. May I ask a question there, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnrinetron. How long have you been renting these units 
these 100 units to the Air Force personne! ? 

Mr. Huston. The number fluctuates, but ever since the base reacti- 
vated, they have been in my housing. 

Mr. CunnitncHam. What year was that? 

Mr. Huston. 1955 was when—it strung along, but roughly May 
of see? was when the bulk of them came in. 

Mr. CunnINGHAM. Was any complaint ever made to you they were 
eed or not sufficient or were you asked to make any repairs 
you didn’t do? 

Mr. Huston. No, sir; before all of the men were in there were no 
complaints. It was only afterward, after that they were in and 
everybody was occupied and 8 months after they told me they wanted 
the buildings, was any complaint made. 

Mr. Kupay. How m: iny square feet in the house ? 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the general a question——— 

Mr. Huston. The expanded units which I created for these men 
and- which I said I will create for any man that asks for it—the 
2-bedroom unit is in excess of the Bureau of the Budget’s requirements 
for Government personnel, and the 3-bedroom is also in excess. 
As far as Air Force standards, they have all Air Force standards. 
Two-bedroom is in excess of their square foot requirements. The 3- 
bedroom is 7 percent delinquent in square footage requirements. 

Mr. Kitpay. What is it—— 

Mr. Huston. I have plans here of these model housing for you, 
sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. What is the square footage in your two bedroom / 

Mr. Huston. I will have to look that up. 

It is 70 feet—the 2-bedroom unit is I believe 40 feet in excess of their 
requirements and the 3-bedroom is 70 feet deficient. Mr. Tydings will 
look it up here while Iam talking. I will give it to you. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Arends—— 

Mr. Arenps. May I ask the general a question. Have you looked at 
the two model houses ? 
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General Gitu. No, Mr. Arends, but I have several people here who 
have. I have a little discussion which I will be glad to give this 
committee. We have had a lot of correspondence and a lot “of work 
on these quarters, partly from airmen who have written to some of 
you gentlemen complaining about the conditions there. My state- 
ment would cover the adequacy or inadequacy of these quarters, a 
comment on 

The CHatrman. Let’s hear from you. Now is the time to talk 
about it. 

General Gitu. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. Could we have pictures, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuatrmMan. Yes; have you any pictures of the houses ? 

Mr. Huston. Yes, I have. 

The Carman. We want to have a complete hearing about it. 
Everybody be quiet. We will get around to everybody. 

Mr. Miter. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrrman. Go ahead and let the Department give their com- 
ments, 

(Mr. Huston hands documents to committee. ) 

The CuHarrmMan. Wait one minute. Don’t interefere with the wit- 
ness. Go ahead, Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrman. Mr. Miller. Let the witness make his statement. 
very members is going to ask all the questions he wants to ask. 

Mr. Mruer. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Miller—— 

Mr. Mitier. General, what is the status of housing in Wendover ? 
Is it in rather short supply ? 

General Giiu. Very short supply, yes, sir. 

Mr. Mutter. Right on the edge of the desert ? 

General Gtx. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mitier. There is not very much available housing in the com- 
munity 4 

General Giiu. Very little. I think the water connections in the 
city of Wendover are something like 364. I got that 

Mr. Mirier. I think it is very important that in part of your 
statement you tell us what the condition is. I am quite familiar with 
it. I passed through there. 

The CuarrmMan. Go ahead now. 

General Gitt. First of all, the question of the adequacy or the 
inadequacy of these quarters. The Air Force policy on determining 
such a question is not to pin the question to any specific requirement 
of the house—neither the size nor the cost. But we think a sum- 
mation of the things that make up living is the method of determin- 
ing whether a house is adequate or not. 

A major point in evaluating adequacy of these units stems from 

visits by responsible governmental personnel. The following person- 
nel from W ashington have visited this installation and looked at Mr. 
Huston’s housing: Mr. Paul Cyr, who is on the legislative staff of 
the Senate Banking and Currency Committee; Mr. George Robin- 
son, Deputy Spec ial Assistant for Installations, Secretary of the Air 
Force; Mr. Thomas Casberg, Office of the Secretary of Defense; 
Colonel Troutman, Chief of our Family Housing Division in the 
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Air Force; Major Schleicher of Legislative Liaison, Headquarters, 
USAF; Major Delia and Mr. W heeler of the Family Housing Di- 
vision, in my directorate. 

It was the unanimous opinion of these personnel after unbiased 
surveys that Mr. Huston’s housing is totally inadequate for occupancy 
by military personnel and that in view of the built-in deficiency, there 
is little likelihood that improvement of these houses to the point where 
they would become adequate is either practicable or economically 
feasible. 

As an example of the considered opinion of one of the above offi- 
cials, the following is quoted from a letter sent by Mr. Bryant, As- 
sistant Secretary of Defense, Properties and Installations, to Con- 
gressman Dawson, of Utah, last fall. 

Here is a quote from his letter: 

As a result of Mr. Casberg’s visit on September 7, 1955, he has recommended 
the construction of the 68 units be approved. Although 120 of Mr. Huston’s 
units have been rehabilitated and are presently being occupied, the housing is 
considered substandard to the point that it borders on the primitive. In 25 
cases Air Force wives have refused to stay with their husbands on being shown 
the accommodations these supposedly rehabilitated units afforded. 

The CuarrmMan. Read that last sentence again. Twenty-five wives 
did what ? 

General GiLu (reading) : 

In 25 cases Air Force wives have refused to stay with their husbands on being 
shown the accommodations these supposedly rehabilitated units afforded. 

{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CunninGuam. Is that the only reason ? 

Mr. Arenps. Is that the only reason ? 

General Gitu. I don’t know that that is the only reason. Besides 
the absences—— 

The Cuarmman. I think this—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Of course, we want to encourage private enterprise 
all the time. We don’t want to build any Capehart houses or Gov- 
ernment-appropriated houses if private enterpr ise can take care of it. 

From the investigation made by Mr. Bryant’s office, who is the au- 
thor of this legisl: ition, they condemned these houses. I think the 
sensible thing to do is, for next week when we catch up where we can 
go away, to send any members of this committee out there 

Mr. Kitpay. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. We can fly them out there and fly them back in 
48 or 60 hours and then get a report and then pass on the subject 
after the committee has finished. Is that satisfac tory, Mr. Tydings 

Mr. Typines. That would be. 

The Cuarrman. Is that satisfactory, Mr. Huston ? 

Mr. Typines. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. We will send 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. Now, this weekend we are busy 
with the civil-rights bill. 

Next week we will be through with it. Set up a date for next 
Friday and Saturday and Sunday and Monday for this committee 
to go. I want to clear it up with the Speaker and have the Air Force 
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to provide accommodations, for any member of the committee, and 
with Mr. Kelleher of our staff going out. Is that satisfactory ? 

Mr. Huston. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, we will move on. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I clear up one point ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. I can’t understand—from reading this you will 
have eventually 26 officers and 238 enlisted men; is ‘that cor rect, in 
strength ¢ 

Genet ‘al Gitu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, we will pass over 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, can’t we get an answer to this? 

The CHarrMan, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Deverrux. Why do we need all of this housing if you only 
have personnel strength of those numbers? 

General Gitt. The answer is this. We have those military per- 
sonnel. In addition we have 60 civilians that must live someplace. 
In addition to this, there are certain other civilians not connected 
with the Air Force whom I believe presently occupy or have occupied 
these units in the past. So there is a requirement for housing in this 
very isolated location for more than just a portion of our officers 
and upper-grade airmen. There is also our lower-grade airmen, 
some of whom are married and must live someplace. There is nothing 
else available except these units and a very limited number of houses 
in the locality. 

Mr. Devereux. What is your deficiency now? 

Mr. Jacoss. Eighty-one officers and upper-grade airmen, permanent 
party. 

Mr. Devereux. Eighty-one officers and top-grade airmen. 

Now, what about this community support that you have noted here? 
A population of 200; is that correct ? 

Mr. Jacoss. That is substantially correct, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Let the committee go out there—— 

Mr. Brooks. I want to ask a question. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, before you firm it up there—I can 
imagine this. If the committee thinks you are going to fill these 
houses permanently they would require a certain standard, but if, 
it is personnel coming in, staying a short time and leaving—I think 
you said that. 

General Giz. No; Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. They would adopt a little different standard. 

General Git. This is for the permanent party there, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Just for the permanent party ? 

General Gitt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now, the temporary portion, those coming in and leav- 
ing, has no application here ¢ 

The CHatrMan. Not a bit. 

General Renz. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Why couldn’t that group use it ? 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

Mr. Brooks. Why couldn’t—— 














General Grit. We feel that there are sufficient people at Wendover 
for whom we are not furnishing quarters that will require Mr. Hus- 
ton’s houses—those that he has rehabilitated. 

Mr. Brooks. So you would use it for the permanent. But the 
temporary people—where would you put them ? 

General Git. They must live somewhere. They will either live in 
barracks or wherever they can find a place. 

General Rentz. They don’t bring their family, Mr. Brooks. They 
come alone. 

Mr. Brooks. The temporaries don’t bring their families? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hess 

Mr. Hess. General, I notice here in the book, page 89, that planned 
peacetime strength—y ou have an item there of 2.700 other. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Hess. You have 26 officers, 234 enlisted men and 62 civilians. 
What do you mean by 2,700 other ? 

General Rentz. Those are the personnel 

Mr. Hess. Are they transients? 

General Rentz. That comprises the rotational units that come in 
and stay for 30 to 90 days on gunnery training. 

Mr. Hess. You don’t have that now and you won’t have that? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, we will. That is projected, sir. 

The CuHarmman. Now, members of the committee 

Mr. Hess. At present you say you have 366? 

General Rentz. That is the total permanent party up there. 

Mr. Hess. I see. 

General Rentz. We did not show the others in “present.” 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson, any questions? 

Mr. Wuson. I would like to know the permanent deficiency that 
you spoke of, General. In this housing we are talking about, the ci- 
vilian housing, what are the permanent deficiencies that could not be 
corrected ? 

General Giiu. Well, any of the 366 that are mentioned here could 
require family quarters. Now, those who are officers and upper-grade 
airmen who receive quarters allowance under permanent legislation 
is 81. 

Mr. Witson. No, I am talking about the specific housing here that 
Mr. Huston owns. What built-in objections does the Air Force have 
to this particular housing? Is it too small in size? 

General Giz. I can go through. I have about 10 items of deficien- 
cies in these 

The Cuamman. Well, in view of the fact the committee is going out 
there—and I will ask Mr. Wilson to go—I think we might get all that 
information then. We will have another hearing on it after the com- 
mittee has made the investigation. 

Now, how close is this base to Salt Lake City? How do you go out 
there ? 

Mr. Jacons. One hundred twenty-five miles west of Salt Lake City, 
approximi ately. 

The CuarrmMan. What is the largest city to this community ? 

Mr. Smart. None. 

The Cuarman. No large city? 

Mr. Husron. Elko 





























2211 


The Cuairman. All right. How would you fly the committse mem- 
‘bers out there? They will go from here to where? 

General Rentz. Wendover. 

Mr. Jacoss. Right to Wendover. 

The Cuarrman. Right to Wendover ? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. General, and Mr. Kelleher, arrange for next Fri- 
day a week. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks will be named the chairman of the 
subcommittee, and every member of the committee is invited to go. 
And let the Air Force arrange all accommodations and the best pilots 
and the best planes. 

General Rentz. Yes sir; we can assure you of that. 

The Cuarrman. And report Tuesday morning. We will pass this 
over, Mr. Tydings, for the time being. 

Mr. Miuier. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Muir. May I say off the record 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

Mr. Kewiener. He is speaking of Nevada, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamman. Without objection, it is agreed to pass this item 
over. 

The committee will investigate the feasibility of family housing. 

Now, the next item is special facilities. Various locations: opera- 
tional and training facilities, $229,000. Where is that? The book? 

General Rentz. That is on page 92, Mr. Chairman. Included in this 
zone of interior program to be reviewed are facilities required at 2 
locations for $229,000 to support the AFOAT-1 classified mission, and 
which are not included within the responsibilities of the major 
commands. 

Colonel Ewsank. Mr. Chairman, this total of $229,000 in this re- 
quest is for two classified facilities. They are for the unit in our head- 
quarters that we call AFOAT. We can’t go much further in open 
session, Mr. Chairman, in a discussion of these two facilities. 

General Rentz. I think the chairman is familiar with the mission 
portrayed here, I think from our presentation last year. 

Mr. Krrcx1n. What does it mean ? 

General Rentz. Atomic energy. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Air Force Office of Atomic Energy. 

The CuarrMan. We know what it is for. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is the aircraft control and warning system. This is 
very important. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Tell us something about the A. C. and W. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The DEW line is not:involved in this one here, sir. We will come 
to that a little later, Mr. Chairman. But the A. C. and W. system 
is the ground environment portion of the Air Defense Command. 
The function of this system is to detect and identify all airborne 
objects, evaluate the threat, commit and control the weapons, such 
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as manned interceptors and missiles for the destruction of enemy 
targets. 

ow, the A. C. and W. portion of this program originally totaled 
$19,478,000. This figure consisted of $12,147,000 to provide 701 units 
of family housing, which, according to the chairman’s procedure, 
would be eliminated from this portion, sir, and $7,331,000 to provide 
operations building additions, receivers and transmitters, troop hous- 
ing and messing facilities, additional water supply, utilities, multi- 
purpose recreational facilities, and acquisition of necessary real estate 
at various A. C. and W. locations. 

The Carman. Then, this item would be reduced, the cost of the 
family houses, which would bring it down to $7,331,000. 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, we will reduce this item down 
to $7,331,000. That is correct, is it not? 

Colonel Ewpanx. That is correct. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrmany. All right. 

Now, take the next one. Outside the United States. Alaskan Air 
Command. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is in volume 5, Mr. Chairman. The first of 
the seven overseas major commands to be reviewed is the Alaskan Air 
Command. The mission of this command is to organize and conduct 
the air defense of Alaska and provide early warning to the United 
States and Canada. This command supports the Strategic Air Com- 
mand, Military Air Transport Services, COMALSEAFRON, the 
United States Army, and the northwest route to the Orient. This 
program contains a request for $18,652,000 for the Alaska Air Com- 
mand and provides facilities at 4 bases and 2 various locations. 

Included within the Alaskan Air Command total program there are 
facilities to support modification of 10 existing radar towers total- 
ing $3,350,000 ; facilities for a classified operational site for $8 million; 
and operational, technical and maintenance facilities costing $2,924,- 
000 required to support F-102 type aircraft. The remainder of the 
program is composed of items to satisfy the basic Alaskan Air Com- 
mand mission. 

The Cuarrman. Now, outside the United States. Ejielson Air Force 
Base. Operational and training facilities, $430,000. Alaskan Air 
Command. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, before we get to the Alaskan Air 
Command, may I cover the overseas requests in this bill? A very short 
statement. 

The Cuareman. Is it going to include Alaska and all these other 
overseas locations, or are you going to deal with them separately ? 

General Renz. We are going to deal with them separately, but I 
would like to make an overall statement. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead and make your overall statement. 

General Rentz. This bill contains approximately $228 million for 
facilities overseas. 

Now, this gives the wrong impression, as $145 million of the $228 
million shown for overseas is scheduled for the North American Con- 
tinent. 

The Cuarrman. How much for North American Continent ? 

General Rentz. $145 million out of the $228 million. 
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The Cuarman. Isee. That is Alaska—— 

General Rentz. And DEW line. 

The Cuatrman. And Canada and all that? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

General Rentz. Therefore, our program for what we would call 
actual foreign establishments is only $85 million, or, roughly, 10 per- 
cent of the program. 

Now, this $85 million is primarily to improve the living conditions 
of our people and to provide facilities for the receipt of new weapons. 

Considering these wine you can readily see that the split between 
the Zone of Interior and overseas is approximately 90-10—90 percent 
Zone of Interior and 10 percent overseas. 

Now, this has been a decided revision since the early stages of the 
Air Force expansion. At that time 60 percent of our program was 
devoted to the Zone of Interior and 40 percent overseas. 

I just wanted to bring that out, Mr. Chairman. Every year we have 
gone down gradually on overseas expenditures. 

The Cuatrman. That is very important to put in the report, Mr. 
Kelleher. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. We want to carry that line of information. 

Now, members of the committee, we all know about the Alaskan 
Command. We know in general about all of these bases. We know 
we must maintain them. They are highly important in our defense. 
Unless some member has some particular inquiry about any of these 
bases, I suggest we are on sound ground to approve the Alaskan 
Command, because we know we must do it in the overall defense and 
for the defense of this area. It is one of the most important areas 
of the air defense. 

Colonel Ewsank. The first of these locations is Eielson Air Force 
Base, located 26 miles northeast of Fairbanks, and its planned use 
is for weather reconnaissance and aviation depot squadrons. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$430,000 consisting of a holding warmup pad. 

The second of these locations is Elmendorf Air Force Base located 
2 miles northwest of Anchorage, Alaska, and is one of the major 
USAF installations in Alaska; its strategic location and availabilit 
of transportation makes this facility of prime importance in the North 
Pacific operations. 

The planned use of this base is for the headquarters of the Alaskan 
Command, the Alaskan Air Command and fighter interceptor loca- 
tion. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,749,000. 

Three projects are included to support the two F-102 fighter inter- 
ceptor squadrons consisting of aircraft shelters, readiness crew build- 
ing and jet test cell. 

wo items are included for morale, recreational and communal use. 

The third of these locations is Galena Airfield located 3 miles north- 
west of Galena, Alaska, and its primary mission is for a rotational 
fighter interceptor squadron and forward operating base. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$350,000. An ILS facility is included in the program to provide an 
all-weather aircraft landing capability at this base. 

The fourth of these locations is Ladd Air Force Base located 1 
mile east of Fairbanks, Alaska, and was constructed to be the Air 
Force cold weather experiment station in this area. Its present mis- 
sions are air defense, cold weather research, and photo reconnaissance. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,630,000. The projects included in the program consist of morale, 
recreational and communal facilities. 

This section covers various classified locations in Alaska and Can- 
ada. The total value of the items for which authorization is re- 
quested is $11,500,000. 

It is planned to construct. facilities at one of these locations for a 
classified operational mission. The remainder of these locations are 
air control and warning and TACAN stations, 

Detailed information regarding each of these locations has been 
provided to the committee. The classified location is estimated to 
cost $8 million. It is also proposed to modify 10 existing radar towers 
and provide facilities for 2 TACAN stations at a cost of $3,500,000. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, it is approved. Now, get to 
your next command, 

Mr. Smarr. AMC. 

The Cuamman. Now, take Air Materiel Command. Various loca- 
tions. Operational and training facilities, and community facilities. 

General Rentz. Would you like me to give an overall statement on 
that, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

General Renrz. The Air Materiel Command—— 

The Cuarrman. This is Air Materiel Command. 

General Rentz. Air Materiel Command overseas. 

The Cuamrman. Where have you any big bases? 

General Rentz. We have Burtonwood, Chateauroux, and Nouas- 
seur. 

The Cuamman. Go ahead. 

General Rentz. The mission of this command is to provide adequate 
and sufficient system for procurement, production, maintenance and 
supply and logistical support for all activities of the United States 
Air Force. 

This program contains a request for $1,366,000 for facilities at 
8 locations. One item in the amount of $174,000-—— 

The Cuamman. Now, wait 1 minute, General. 

Tell us again what 3 locations they are? 

Now, this is Materiel Command overseas. 

General Rentz. Burtonwood 

The Cuarrman. Where? 

Geenral Rentz. Burtonwood in England, Chateauroux in France, 
and Nouasseur in Morocco. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

There is 1 in England, 1 is in France, and 1 is in northern Africa. 

Go ahead. 
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_ General Renrz. One item in the amount of $174,000 supports a 
fighter interceptor mission of the United States Air Force in Europe. 

The remainder of the program is to support the base mission and 
consists of dependents’ schools and instrument aircraft landing sys- 
tems only. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, this item is approved. 

Now, this corresponds to our 7 or 8 bases in the United States to do 
the same thing ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. Now, the next is the Carib- 
bean Air Command, down at the Canal Zone. “Howard Air Force 
Base, operational and training facilities.” 

The location of Howard Air Force Base is 4 miles southwest of 
Balboa, Canal Zone. 

The planned use of this base is for training flights, support of the 
Western Hemisphere Reserve forces, and an airfield complex that will 
accommodate operational units and aircraft in the Caribbean area. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item for the strengthening of the existing airfield pave- 
ments included in this program in the total amount of $1,400,000. The 
only activity we have, sir, is at Albrook. The runway and approaches 
at Abrook are such that we have to curtail all our flying. What his 
program does is provide for a rehabilitation of an existing runway 
at Howard Air Force Base, which is very close to Albrook, so we can 
do our flying off of Howard. We will move nothing from Albrook to 
Howard outside of the aircraft to fly off there. 

The CuatrMan. Well, is there actual training taking place down 
there now? 

General Rentz. No, sir. We have a South American school down 
at Albrook, where we train South Americans in technical specialties. 
The mission of the Caribbean Air Command is to provide supervision, 
guidance, administrative control and logistical support of the USAF 
missions and mutual defense assistance programs in Latin America. 

Operations of technical and language schools for instruction of 
Latin Americans: Airlift for United States Government agencies, 
and support of tactical and troop carrier maneuvers. 

Now, this program contains the request for $1,400,000 for rehabili- 
tation and strengthening of the airfield pavement at Howard Air 
Force Base. 

This is to support the movement of all flying activities now being 
conducted at Albrook to Howard Air Force Base. 

The CuarrMan. Now, how large is the mission that is being carried 
on there? 

General Rentz. I don’t show any strengths of the command at 
Albrook. The largest mission being performed at Albrook outside of 
the support missions for all the missions in South America is the 
operation of the Latin American School there, where we bring students 
from the South American countries and teach them in specialties 
related to aircraft operations such as radio operator, radar mechanic, 
airplane, and engine mechanic, and so forth. 

I would say the student load would run about 800 Latin Americans. 

The Carman. How many different Latin American countries 
participate? All of them? : ; 

General Rentz. Practically all of the South American countries 
participate, and Central America. 
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The CHairman. Some 800 students. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How long has this mission been going on? 

We have so many missions down there, I don’t know. 

General Rentz. It started, Mr. Chairman, with the military assist- 
ance program. I would estimate it started in °49 or 50, sir. 

i CuarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question ? 

The Carman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. In referenée to this, now you are going to move all of 
the flying, you state, from Albrook over to Howard. What are you 
going to do with Albrook, then ? 

General Rentz. Albrook is going to remain as is, Mr. Brooks, out- 
side of the flight line. 

Mr. Brooxs. You mean you will not be using the landing strips? 

General Rentz. Not using the landing field at Albrook, but use all 
the facilities we are presently using. 

Mr. Brooxs. You are going to abandon that, the landing strip at 
Albrook ? 

General Rentz. We can use it for some administrative type of air- 
craft flying. 

Mr. Brooxs. You are going to attempt to maintain it, too? 

General Rentz. We are not going to spend any money on the main- 
tenance of the field, at Albrook. 

Mr. Brooxs. It is in pretty good shape, isn’t it? 

General Rentz. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. Brooks. I haven’t landed on it in a number of years. 

General Rentz. It is breaking up, Mr. Brooks. And besides that, 
you can’t lengthen it. The approaches on both ends are very bad. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Now, your next one is Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, $2,642,000. 
Of course, we all know about the importance of this base. yet 

Operational and training facilities, troop housing, communications 
facilities. 

General Rentz. The first of these locations is Hickman Air Force 
Base, located 6 miles west of the city of Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii. 
Its planned use is for the Far East Air Forces Headquarters, and a 
major MATS station for flights between the United States and the 
Far East. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$9 642,000. 

Four projects are required for troop housing, communal, and base 
support activities. 

The Cuarmman. All right, go ahead. 

General Rentz. The Far Eastern Air Force is responsible for the 
tactical operations, air defense, air transportation of combat forces, and 
logistic support in Japan, Ryukyus, the Mariannas, Hawaii, and 
United States installations in the Philippines. 

This command ———. operational logistical support to missions 
performed in the Pacific and the Far East area by the Strategic Air 
Command, the Air Materiel Command, the Military Air Transport 
Service, and the Air Force Security Service. 
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Now, this program contains a request for $18,270,000 for facilities 
at one base and 10 various locations that we will cover, Mr. Chairman. 
Of this total, $319,000 is for the Strategic Air Command at Kadena 
Air Base; $92,000 for the Air Materiel Command at Clark Air Force 
Base ; $588,000 for the Military Air Transport Service at Clark; and 
$2,673,000 is for a classified project. 

The balance of $14,598,000 is for facilities in direct support of the 
Far East Air Forces Mission. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, we are all familiar with Hickam. Without objection, that 
item is approved. 

The next one is “Various locations, $17,024,000.” 

Now, I rechecked and I reduced that down, for consideration of the 
Department, and the committee, to $12,738,000. What is your com- 
ment on that ? 

General Rentz. My comment on that, Mr. Chairman: We consid- 
ered, when we put that in the program, of vital importance. How- 
ever, the Air Force made certain internal adjustments subsequent to 
printing of the bill which reduced this item to $15,628,000. This 
section covers 10 locations totaling $15,628,000 subdivided into $2,- 
950,000 for 6 locations in Japan, $6,520,000 for 2 locations on Okinawa 
and $6,158,000 for 2 locations in and near the Philippine Islands. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$15,628,000. The projects included for these locations consist gener- 
ally of ammunition storage, assembly and checkout, a fighter runwa 
extension, troop housing, messing and communal facilities, and facil- 
ities for GLOBECOM. The remainder of the program provides for 
base support type items to satisfy the basic mission requirement. 

Since the program has been submitted, there has been some slippage 
in the weapons that we are talking about here. I wouldn’t like to go 
into the weapons because it would be classified information, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Without objection, we reduce this 
item to $12,738,000. 

Now, take your next item. We are on Military Air Transport 
Service, page 53 of the bill, line 10. 

Mr. Bennett. There isn’t anything confidential to say what slip- 
page means. 

General Rentz. What? 

Colonel Epmonps. He wanted to know what slippage means. 

Mr. Smart. He wants you to explain the slippage. 

General Rentz. By that, we had to establish a beneficial occupancy 
date for a unit, using the weapons that we are talking about here. In 
Japan, the date of the beneficial occupancy date has been delayed. 
Therefore, we can put these items in the 1959 program, and still meet 
the required date, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. There is no slippage with relationship to the weapons 
themselves, is there ? 

Mr. Smarr. Yes, there is. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. There is? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 
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The CuarrMan. All right. Now the next one is a very 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to go back on one 
thing here. Now we are spending a great deal of money on these Japa- 
nese bases. I visited some of them. What is the plan, the final plan— 
what is the destiny of all this? Are we going to turn them eventually 
over to the Japanese, or do we expect to hold them indefinitely? I 
think it is a very important thing to clear up. We are spending about 
14 or 15 million dollars on it. 

General Rentz. Yes, that is a very good question. As you know, 
we have moved the headquarters of the Far Eastern Command from 
Tokyo into Hawaii. 

Mrs. Sr. Greorce. Which I think is an excellent move. 

General Rentz. There have been a number of other changes made. 
Colonel Cook will give you the impact, I think, that you would like 
to hear, Mrs. St. George. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I think this matter ought to be gone into 
in executive session. I am not critical of your not telling us much 
about it. But I think some members of this committee have some ideas 
on this matter, and I would like to ask some questions, yet I don’t want 
to ask any questions that shouldn’t be asked. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Well, I would agree with that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. We will go back to these items in execu- 
tive session a little bit later. 

Mr. Wixson. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Are you at liberty to diseuss the various—— 

Mr. Wizson. Mr. Chairman. Carrying out further what Mr. Bray 
has brought out, I think it is important for this committee to know 
a little bit about this slippage, and so forth, that these men have 
brought out—not necessarily as it relates to the housekeeping provi- 
sions of the military, but the actual operations of the military. I think 
we should be briefed by the various services on some of their problems. 
I hope we can hold some hearings in executive session after this public 
works bill is completed. Is that possible? 

The CHarrMan. You are addressing the question to me or to the 
witnesses ? 

Mr. Wirson. I am addressing the question to you. Can we have 
some hearings to find out what this slippage is that they are speak- 





aa 

he CHarrMAN. We will try to get all of this information in execu- 

tive session, that any member of the committee desires. We will try to 

have any briefing that any member of the committee wants, that the 

Department feels is warranted and justified. 

: — let’s see how much we can do now and then we will have to go 
ack. 

Now the various locations of the Military Air Transport Service. 
There is nothing secret about that. We are all familiar with that, 
aren’t we? This includes Iceland and Bermuda and the Azores, is 
that correct ? 

Colonel Ewsnanxk. That is correct, three bases. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Colonel Ewsanx. They are shown on page 89 of your book, Mr. 
Chairman—Keflavik Airport in Iceland, Kindley Air Force Base in 
Bermuda, and Lajes Field in the Azores. The fifth of the seven 
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major commands to be reviewed is the Military Air Transport Service. 
Its mission is to provide aircraft required in support of approved joint 
war plans; scheduled airlifts for the Department of Defense between 
the continental United States and overseas areas; between and within 
overseas areas; worldwide air transport; air weather; airways and air 
communications, air rescue service systems, and organization and 
training of air resupply and communications service and all elements 
thereof. This program contains a request for $15,006,000 for the 
Military Air Transport Service and provides facilities at three various 
locations. 

Included are facilities for rocket storage totaling $265,000 at one 
location and addition to a global communication network buildin 
and the construction of a bridge at a second location, costing a tota 
of $2,268,000. The remainder of the program is composed of items 
to satisfy the basic mission requirement. This section covers 3 loca- 
tions totaling $15,006,000. It is subdivided into $265,000 in Iceland, 
$4,665,000 in Bermuda, and $10,076,000 in the Azores. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount 
of $15,006,000. 

One project is for air to air rocket assembly and storage required 
to support the air defense mission at Keflavik Air Base in Iceland. 

One project is for an addition to the existing global communication 
network building at Kindley Air Base in Bermuda to increase its 
capability as a link in the worldwide communication chain. 

One project is for development of waterfront facilities for unload- 
ing of cargo and POL at Lajes Air Base, Azores. 

The remaining eight projects are needed to satisfy housing, messing, 
communal, and utilities requirements. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Without objection, those items are 
approved. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I would like as far as Iceland is 
concerned to know in executive session what our status is there, what 
is the relationship. 

The CuarrMan. Well, of course, we have all been deeply concerned 
about what is going on. But I don’t think we need be too mueh con- 
cerned. We are there, and I think we are working out satisfactory 
agreements with the Government of Iceland. I hope we continue 
to be able to do so. But nevertheless we will ask about Iceland when 
we go in executive session. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, I notice in the Kindley Air Force 
Base requirements, you have a commissary as a replacement. Can 
we have a little information about that? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. The commissary store—the facility that 
we have there now is in extremely poor condition. Kindley is located 
up on the very end of the Bermudan Island. They are a great distance 
from any British shopping center, which is ’way down the island. 
The costs are extremely high. You are not able to get the types of 
foods that the American people that we have there are accustomed 'to 
all the time. Commissaries are a very important item at some of these 
overseas -installations, particularly.at Kindley. The one they have 
now is very small. It is just not adequate to take care of their needs. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 


° 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, what are the dimensions of this com- 
missary ¢ 

Colonel Ewsanx. The present commissary is housed in a building 
that was originally designed as a mess hall. I believe that the present 
existing size is 7,000—approximately 7,500 square feet. 

Mr. Bray. And you have—you have 292 officers and 2,100 men ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. The strength at Kindley; yes, sir. It is pro- 
jected up to be 278 officers and 2,132-—— 

Mr. Bray. And you propose to spend 200-—— 

Colonel Ewsanx. And all of our civilians, of course, who are over 
there at the base. 

Mr. Bray. What? 

Colonel Ewsank. All of our civilians who are on the base at Kind- 
ley, of course, are accorded commissary privileges, as well. They are 
American citizens. 

Mr. Bray. You see, you have only a little over 500 there. 

Everybody has been fed down there, haven’t they, for quite a while? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I move this matter be stricken out, the amount of the 
commissary be stricken from the bill. 

The Cuarrman. What is the amount? 

Mr. Bray. $361,000. 

Colonel Ewranx. The present commissary store is housed in a 
building that was originally designed as a very small mess hall. It is 
a temporary structure, wooden. Its design and its location is not ade- 
quately set up to handle our commissary function at this base. 

Mr. Brooxs. As I remember, that base was built up out of land from 
the sea, a part of it. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooxs. Because it is so far out on the end of the island chain, 
that you had to fill in one island with another to build it up. How far 
— from Hamilton? Those roads are so narrow, it is hard to get over 

ere. 

Colonel Ewxranx. I believe it is approximately 12 miles from Ham- 
ilton. I was out there just recently, and actually I made the trip from 
the base down to Hamilton. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Brooks. They don’t allow you to use automobiles, either, do 





they ? 

hie} Rentz. They do now. 

Colonel Ewrank. T ey do. 

Mr. Brooxs. They do? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir, you can use automobiles, but they must 
be the very small type. You are limited in horsepower. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcr. Mr. Chairman, I happen to bs very familiar with 
Bermuda. I lived there a great deal. What is the distance to St. 
Georges ? 

General Rentz. One mile. 

Colonel Eweanx. About 1 mile. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcr. That is where I did my shopping, and I lived 
pretty well down there. 

General Rentz. I would like to read our present workload in the 
existing facilities we have today. We have $111,000 cash sales. 

The Cuarrman. You have what? 
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General Rentz. We have $111,000 cash sales per month. We have 
600 customers per day. We have 1,500 authorized patrons. We have 
6,000 dependents at Kindley. 

I was in that commissary over there. And I recognize the fact 
that a commissary of this type, when we have one in existence, is a very 
vulnerable item. But I would definitely support this item in the 
highest priority for a commissary, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I think this. Outside of the United States we are 
far more warranted in having commissaries than we do in our busi- 
ness areas around these camps in the country here. Now you say 
some 600—how many customers do you have? 

General Renz. Six hundred customers per day. 

The Cuatrman. Well, that is pretty good business down there. All 
our people there are living on that base. I think we screened this 
and tried to eliminate every commissary where there is any doubt 
about it. But at those kind of bases, we have no hesitancy to think 
that they should continue to be provided for. 

General Rentz. I would also like to mention, Mr. Chairman, that 
the recent survey made showed that the prices were 40 to 45 percent 
higher. 

he Cnatrman. Certainly. 

General Rentz. When they had to go into civilian—— 

The Crarrman. All in favor of the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana hold up your hand. 

(Chorus of “What is it ?”) 

The Crarmman. Strike out the commissary at this base. 

Mr. Huppieston. What is the area of this commissary ? 

Mr. Smart. Seven thousand five hundred at present. It would go to 
21,000 with this addition. 

The Cratrman. Go ahead. We are voting now. 

Mr. Smarr. Two are in favor of the motion, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman. All opposed hold up your hand. 

Mr. Smarr. Eleven votes. 

The CuatrMAN. The motion doesn’t prevail. The item is approved. 

Now the Strategic Air Command. Now that deals with bases in 
Canada, Morocco, Greenland, England, and Guam. 

General Rentz. The sixth of the seven overseas major commands 
to be reviewed is the Strategic Air Command. The mission of this 
command is to organize, train, equip, administer, and prepare a force 
capable of conducting strategic air operations in accordance with 
directives and policies issued by Headquarters, United States Air 
Force. This program contains a request for $64,216,000 for the Stra- 
tegic Air Command and provides facilities at 2 bases and 14 various 
locations. 

Included within Strategic Air Command program are facilities to 
support a classified operation totaling $29 million, and operational 
type facilities at 2 locations required for support of fighter inter- 
ceptor aircraft totaling $1,131,000. The remainder of the program 
is composed of items to satisfy the basic SAC mission requirements. 
The first of these locations is Andersen Air Force Base located on 
Guam, Mariana Islands. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the service-club item included in this program in the total 








amount of $820,000. The second of these locations is Ramey Air 
Foree Base located 5 miles south of Aquadillo, P. R. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$3,783,000. 

Two operational type projects are included to support the B-52 
and KC-135 tanker refueling mission. Included in this group are 
strengthening of the existing runway and a blast deflector for jet 
aircraft. 

The remainder of the program provides base-support items and 
includes chapel education wing, road, and land fee purchase. 

This section covers 14 locations totaling $59,613,000 subdivided into 
$1,263,000 for 2 locations in Morocco; $2,217,000 for 6 locations in 
England ; $33,436,000 in a classified area; $3,937,000 for 1 location 
in Newfoundland: $2,033,000 for 1 location in Labrador; and $16,- 
727,000 for 2 locations in Greenland. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $59,613,000. 
One project which includes various types of facilities is included 
in this program to support a classified mission. Three projects are 
required to support the fighter interceptor aircraft at 2 locations; 
1 project is for bulk storage at 1 location and 40 projects are included 
in the program to satisfy housing, messing, communal, and _ base- 
support requirements. 

The Cuarrman. Now, does any member want to ask any questions 
in regard to an executive session on that ? 

Allright. Let the committee go in executive session now. Every- 
one who is not connected with the Department or who has offici al 
business here please retire from the committee room as rapidly as 
possible, because we want to try to finish these items before we have 
to go to the House. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded into executive session.) 


House or RepreseNTATIVES, 
ComMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, June 14, 1957. 

The committee convened at 11:35 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chair- 
man of the committee, presiding. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next section is a very important one be- 
cause it deals with the deficiencies, section 303. 

Now, members of the committee, I have gone through all of this. 
There are some in here we should certainly have full information 
about it. 

The first one that is a big increase in the deficiency appropriation 
is on page 55 of the bill, line 20. Edwards Air Force Base. That 
was raised from $27 million to $28 million. 

That is small, compared to some of these deficiencies. Now, for 
instance, back on page 61, at Grand Forks Air Base, $18 million 
to $30 million. 

Mr. Keiiener. Open session now, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuamman. What? 

Mr. Smarr. Can we revert to open session at this point? 
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The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, open the door, and let in a little fresh air. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHamman. Wait one minute, Mr. Hardy. 

And then the next one of high importance is for Minot Air Force 
Base, N. Dak., from $21 million to $27 million. And then Truax, 
from $4 million to $8 million. 

Mr. Gavin. What page in the book ? 

Mr. Kitpay. Amarillo. 

The Caatrman. And Amarillo, from $17 million to $26 million. 

I just picked out a few of these deficiencies to highlight, that I 
think the committee must have some information on as to the great 
deficiency occurring. Now, take the first one. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuatmrMan. Yes, Mrs. St. George? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorer. I think we should certainly look into this munici- 
pal airport, Youngstown, being one that Mr. Gavin is very interested 
in. 

The Cuairman. What page, Mrs. St. George ? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorar. Page 57 

The Cuarrman. That is a very small one, Mrs, St. George. 

Mrs. Sr. Georer. It should be increased, I think. 

Mr. Gavin. Get your sights up on that one, will you General, and 
also on the additional base in Pennsylvania. 

The Cuatrman. Now members of the committee, there is being 
handed around to you the deficiency phase of the bill. Now, take the 
first one that I call your attention to, which is Edwards Air Force 
Base, from $27 million to $28 million, and strike out $16 million and 
insert in lieu thereof $18 million. 

Mr. Gavin. What page is that ? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorer. 55. 

The CHarrman. All right, General. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, the major is distributing a booklet 
that will give a detailed breakout of the items that we request defi- 
ciency authorization for. 

Colonel Edmonds will cover these items, and you may refer to the 
pamphlet that the major is passing out. 

The CHarMan. All right. Colonel. tell us how come you must 
increase this authorization for Edwards Air Force Base, and where 
is it in this book ¢ 

Mr. Smarr. 8 and 9. 

Colonel Ewpank. 8, 9, and 10, are all of the items for Edwards, 

The CHarrMAN. What is the major item of this deficiency? 

Colonel Epmonps. If you will notice, Mr. Chairman, in goin 
down this list of items, we have some items which have increase 
in cost and we have other items which have decreased in cost. 

The total difference is $1,964,000. 

Now, some of the major increases. The apron access hangar in- 
creased from $1,768,000 to $2,143,000. To give you a decrease, the 
apron parking operational decreased from $2,200,000 to $1,731,000. 

The CHARMAN. Well, now, the main item in here is the research 
laboratory, isn’t it? $1,040,000. And then the testing—— 

Colonel Epmonps. The major item, Mr. Chairman, is the test 
track 

The CHarrMan. That is right. 











2224 


re: 


Colonel Epmonps. Which increased from $4,630,000 to $6,325,000. 

The CHarrman. What is that? 

What is a test track? 

Colonel Epmonps. That is the test track at Edwards. Colonel 
Ewbank will cover that. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Mr. Chairman, this is a test track which we use 
in connection with our ejection type seats in our airplanes to deter- 
mine the stresses that the human body can stand. A sled is placed 
on this test track, and it is shot by means of jets—rockets. 

It is accelerated to an extremely high rate of speed. Then it is 
decelerated very rapidly to test the stresses and strains that the hu- 
man body can stand. 

The CHarrMan. Well, are any such tests going on there now? 

Colonel Ewsank. Oh, yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Caiman. What are you using for what is going on down 
there ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Because the type of sled we are using now for 
our very high speed type aircraft is a much heavier sled than the 
ones we have used before. requiring a heavier track. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, have we gone over each one of these 
items ? 

Have you any particular one you want to develop any fact about? 

Mr. Ketiener. No,sir. I donot. 

The Cuarrman. Are you satisfied with them ? 

Mr. Ketienrr. I marked in your bill, as you pointed out, some of 
the extremely large ones, but only because they were large. They are 
reasonable if one accepts the three reasons for the increases: poor esti- 
mates, rise in costs, and the B-52 dispersal pavements. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, this is only a deficiency of about $2 mil- 
lion, which is not as large as some of these others, which we certainly 
have to look most cautiously at. 

Colonel Epmonps. Mr. Chairman, you might notice that the de- 
ficiency is less than 10 percent of the program at Edwards. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, I think generally the Air Force has 
done a pretty good job in holding these things down. 

The Cuarrman. Well, it is $115 million involved in this. 

Mr. Brooxs. What percentage is that of the overall contract? 

The CHarrman. Well, there is $1,500,000,000 last year. 

General Rentz. We are furnishing information in regard to that. 
That came up on the first day of the hearing, Mr. Chairman, if you 
remember. 

Mr. Brooks. It is not 10 percent of it, as I remember. I may be 
wrong about it. 

Mr. Harpy. No. Ifthe gentleman will yield—— 

Mr. Brooks. Let me finish, if you will, there. 

Isn’t that about right, about 10 percent ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, but you couldn’t compare the two. I think 
Mr. Hardy brought the question up originally. Because there is 
part of the program that we cannot fund, as Mr. Hardy pointed out. 

ow, we have computations that are going to be furnished to the com- 
mittee today that will show the percentage of the deficiency authori- 
zation against that portion of these programs that have been funded. 

That will give you a direct percentage increase. 
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Now, the highest percentage increase I remember of any law affected 
by this deficiency authorization is a 9.6 increase, 

Mr. Brooxs. Less than 10 percent, then. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel EpMonps. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. And considering the circumstances surrounding the 
last few years of construction, I think it is a pretty good job. 

Mr. Harpy. Now 

The Cuarrman. The next one I am very much concerned about is 
on page 61 of the bill. 

Mr. Bares. Are we all through with Edwards, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. You have to authorize all of these, unless we get 
some information 

Mr. Bates. Why are these clubs, General, increased by 80 percent 
in cost? They go from 87 to $121,000, 87 to $142,000. 

General Renz. Item 43 there. 

Colonel Epmonpbs. From $131,000 to $198,000. 

Mr. Bares. You have 3; 87 to 121, and 87 to 142. 

Colonel Epmonps. Mr. Bates, you must realize that many of these 
items were authorized in 1955, and 1956 and the increased cost over 
this period of time results in a general increase in most all of these 
items. 

And also, if you will recall, in the preparation of budget cycle the 
actual estimates on an item that was authorized in 1955 is now 3 
years or more old. 

The CuHarrman. And there has been some witness testified, Mr. 
Bates, that there has been an average increase of about 13 percent. 

Mr. Keiiener. 13.4 percent, for the last 214 years. 

General Rentz. 24% years; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. This is about 75, 80 percent more. 

Colonel Epmonps. No, sir. 

Mr. Miter. Security fence, $58,000 to $92,000. 

The Cuarmman. Now is the time to offer amendments, if the com- 
mittee has facts and circumstances and information to either reduce 
= deficiency or to go along with the Department in regard to de- 

ciency. 

Mr. Bares. He is merely trying to find out the facts, Mr. Chairman. 
That is all right, isn’t it ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. That is what I tried to do myself. I was 
left inthe dark. Have you any light? 

Mr. Bates. Not yet, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harpy. Will the gentleman yield for a general observation # 

Because this is the kind of thing I was trying to get at when the 
question came up before. 

Now, I hope when you bring the figures in here, General, that you 
will have something that we can get a legitimate comparison with. 

And I think in order to do it, you are going to have to deduct the 
items that you did not carry out. 

Colonel Epmonps. Mr. Hardy, we have prepared that detailed 
study just as you outlined it in the early part of this hearing. B 
deducting those items that were unfun ed. we have come up wit 
the percentage of overrun or increased cost against that which was 
funded. As General Rentz stated, it has not run over a total of 9.6 
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reent over the exact authorization which we received in any law 
involved in this request. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, let me. ask you this: Is that comparison 
with the total of your authorizations which were funded or is that 
compared with these specific authorizations, that these apply to? 

Colonel Epmonps. That is the comparison of the overall total au- 
thorization which was funded. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, here is the kind of thing that bothers me. 
I haven’t had a chance to make a very detailed study of these figures 
that you brought in here sometime ago. But I do find somewhere 
you have had 100 percent increase. I find a few that are running 
about proper. But now, we, for instance—you have runways. I have 
wondered whether or not actuall y you have changed your 

Mr. Gavin. Specification. 

Mr. Harpy. Specification on those runways. 

Colonel Epmonps. In some cases. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. As I stated early in the hearings, Mr. 
Hardy, 50 percent of this $114 million deficiency are pavement items. 
Now the major ity of the pavement items deficiency was brought about 
by a change in criteria for the B-52 runways when we went from 
100,000-pound stress up to 240,000-pound stress. Now this was 
brought out—this was mandatory due to the experience we had at 
Castle Air Force Base. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, don’t you see we are talking about two different 
things. Now you are talking in one case about excess costs—increase 
in costs which you develop with respect to a specific set of specifica- 
tions. Then you are talking about changes in specifications. I think 
you have some illustrations in here where you have actually provided 
wider runways. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Maybe not, but you have—— 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr: Harpy. You have some parking aprons that have more than 
doubled. You have an airmen’s—where is that one here? I had it 
a minute ago. Dining hall, airmen’s dining hall, at Selfridge. It 
has just about doubled in cost. 

The Cuarrman. Now 

General Rentz. Mr. Hardy 

Mr. Harpy. What I am trying to point out, Mr. Chairman, is this. 
I think they are talking about two different things. Now if they 
increased the size of that dining hall 

Mr. Bares. That is different. 

General Rentz. No, sir. Mr. Hardy, may I assure you that none 
of these deficiency authorizations has been brought up by exceeding 
the scope that was originally approved and authorized by this 
committee. 

The Carman. Then, it is entirely due to the increased costs, 

General Rentz. There are three reasons for the deficiency. 

The Cuarmman. Now give the three reasons for these deficiencies. 

General Rentz. The first is a general increase in construction costs 
over the past 3 years. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Rentz. Four years. 
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The second is low estimates. When we estimated this, when we got 
the estimate from the field, it was a low estimate. 

The third reason is our change in criteria on pavements. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

General Rentz. The third 

The CHarrman. Wait one minute. All these authorizations pre- 
viously dealt with in this bill—have you made a low estimate or a fair 
estimate or how high an estimate ? 

Because we want to see where we are going to be next year with 
these items. 

General Renrz. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the estimating we 
are using now is as good as we can get. 

The Cuairman. All right. Wasn’t that true last year? 

General Rentz. No, sir; it was not. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now we will have to take a recess on 
that statement until Monday morning. 

Mr. Gavin. May I have an observation ? 

The CHarrMan. Be back here Monday morning. We will take 
this up—your deficiency—and try to finish the bill next week. 

Mr. Gavin. Just a minute. General, why don’t we give more con- 
sideration to these parking aprons, on these airbases? I have been on 
airbases where I have seen them in the line where one drop would 
wipe out everything that was there. Why don’t you give more atten- 
tion to these parking aprons and scatter them around and not have 
them all lined up so somebody can come in and knock them out? 

General Rentz. You know, our dispersal program does just that, 
Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. General, can you tell us the difference in your esti- 
mating procedures on Monday when you come back ? 

General Rentz. I can tell you where we faltered in 1957 on these 
estimates, sir. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Because I see some places it is 10 times more and in 
other places 10 times less. It doesn’t make sense. 

General Rentz. Right. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. We will take a recess until Monday morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:47 a. m., the hearing was adjourned until Mon- 
day, June 17, 1957.) 








Houst or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Monday, June 17, 1957. 

The committee convened at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman 
of the committee, presiding. 

The Carman. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation after the hearing on H. R. 7130. When the 
committee recessed last Friday we had reached section—— 

Mr. Kewienkr. 303, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Section 303. 

Members of the committee, this is the deficiency part of the bill. 
Now, this section 303 deals with authorization of the 83d Congress, 
in 1954, 

86066—57—No. 36-——52 
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Now, have you any general statement that you desire to submit to 
the committee as to the reasons why you bring in a deficiency author- 
ization in the manner set out in the bill? 

General Rentz. I do, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Rentz. I have Colonel Edmonds from the Directorate of 
Construction here, who handles this deficiency statement, and he has 
a statement that we would like to read to the chairman and the com- 
mittee. 

The Cuarman. All right. Go ahead and give us the reasons why 
it appears that year after year we have to increase the authorization 
of items previously authorized. 

tenet Epmonps. Mr. Chairman, I would like to clarify some of 
the discussion of last Friday and in the early part of the hearings 
in connection with our deficiency authorization request now being 
considered by the committee. 

The committee may recall that late in the hearings on the fiscal year 
1957 authorization bill there were five B—52 dispersal bases which were 
added to our program as late starters. These bases were Amarillo, 
Bergstrom, Columbus, Grand Forks, and Sheppard. 

The estimates for these bases were made very hurriedly, within 24 
hours, using the best information available in the headquarters at 
that time. No field survey, planning reports or other preliminary 
planning had been done on these bases. 

As a result there are four of these bases in this deficiency request, 
the exception being Bergstrom. 

The increased cost at these bases can be attributed to three major 
factors. Estimates prepared without benefit of field planning. 
Change in pavement criteria. And general increased cost of con- 
struction. 

Now, the total deficiency at these 5 bases accounts for $33,392,000, 
of which $23,074,000 is the increase on airfield pavements alone at 
those 5 bases. 

Mr. Kitpay. Twenty-three? 

Colonel Epmonps. $23 million; yes, sir. 

Included in this deficiency request are also 12 other B-52 bases 
all of which contain major airfield pavement items. These additional 
B-52 bases account for $22,870,000 of the request. 

Including the late starters previously mentioned, there are 16 out 
of the total 22 B-52 bases in this request, accounting for a total of 
$56,262,000 of the overall deficiency. 

Now, as we have mentioned several times previously in these hear- 
ings, the major change in pavement criteria resulted in substantial 
increased costs. 

The total increases attributed to pavements is $63,677,000, or 55 
percent of the total $114,961,000 deficiency. 

This $63 million figure of course includes the $23 million mentioned 
previously for pavements in the 5 late starter bases. 

It may be noted that this deficiency request involves items author- 
ized in Public Law 534 of the 83d Congress, 161 of the 84th, and 968 of 
the 84th Congress. 

The committee is thoroughly familiar with our budget cycle and 
is aware that many of these estimates were prepared as much as 
4 or more years ago. 
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Due to the lack of sufficient planning in prior years, many bad 
estimates are reflected in this deficiency request, due solely to the lack 
of detailed engineering studies at that time. 

The committee will also recall that the Congress first granted author- 
ity to begin advanced planning in 1953. It was not, however, until 
an 1955 and 1956 that substantial progress could be made in this 

eld. 

These improved procedures are now reflected in our estimates, and 
we feel that the majority of the fiscal year 1958 program is now 
accurately and more adequately estimated. 

There are two items which appear frequently in this request which 
I would like to briefly discuss. 

The first item is the jet engine test cell. At the time these test 
cells were programed we had under preparation a new definitive 
drawing for this facility. Although we had no cost experience with 
this new facility it was felt at the time that it would be more economi- 
rie Accordingly, these test cells were programed at a reduced 

gure. 

After completion of the design and receipt of bids on several of 
these items, it was found that the reduced figure was much too low. 
The incerased cost in this request reflects the results of our recent 
bid experience and is also in line with the United States Navy’s ex- 
perience with a similar type facility. 

The second item which appears frequently in this request is the 
aircraft shelter for the air defense interceptor aircraft on ready alert. 

Through an outright administrative error, these shelters were pro- 
gramed at exactly half of the true estimated cost. Each shelter houses 
two aircraft. 

In preparing the unit cost for this item the estimator furnished the 
cost as $75,000 per aircraft. This meant that the actual cost of a 
shelter would be approximately $150,000. However, through error, 
every aircraft shelter was programed using the cost per aircraft of 
$75,000 instead of the cost per shelter of $150,000, thereby only in- 
cluding half of the proper estimated cost in the program. 

Revised figures in this deficiency request are based on actual bid 
rices, contract awards in many instances, or detailed on-site estimates. 
he increased cost for aircraft shelters accounts for $6,177,000 of this 

request. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I pointed out that the change of criteria on air- 
field pavements accounts for $63,677,000. The increased cost of the 
test cells accounts for $513,000. And the error in estimates on the air- 
craft shelters accounts for $6,177,000. This is a total of $70,367,000 
of the total deficiency. 

Now, there are obviously other errors in estimates on minor items 
which would not warrant discussion here. 

However, it can readily be seen that the actual increase in con- 
struction cost experienced over the past 4 years is not the major con- 
tributing factor in this case. It is, however, highly important in that 
it does for the most part account for the balance in this deficiency 
request. 

T believe Mr. Kelleher mentioned last Friday that a figure of 16.4 
Le general incerase in construction cost over the past 214 years 

ad been experienced throughout the United States. 

Mr. Ketiener. 13.4. 
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The CHarmman. Thirteen instead of sixteen. 

Colonel Epmonps. 13.4? 

Mr. Keiixner. I believe so, yes. 

Colonel Epmonps. We think that is a fairly accurate figure and the 
committee knows that our actual increase in construction cost. included 
in this deficiency request does not approach that figure. 

I would like now to summarize the information requested earlier by 
Mr. Hardy. Listed on page 1 of the supplementary—which you have 
before you, on this deficiency—is a breakout of authorization by law. 
If you add up the total for the 3 laws, you will find that the total is 
$3,115,943,000. 

Now, as Mr. Hardy mentioned earlier, this deficiency request does 
not apply to the total authorization because we have not used the total 
authorization. Our current program proposes to utilize $2,365,944,- 
000 of this authorization. 

Applying our $114,961,500 deficiency against this amount, we find 
that the percentage increase is only 4. 85 percent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, such an increase over the overall program is 
within 5 percent of the total authorization. How ever, as you know, 
this 5 percent overrun permitted in the general provisions of the bill 
applies to each law by each base. 

It is only on these specific bases in the bill where we would exceed 
the authorized station total by specific law by more than 5 percent 
do we need to request this deficiency authorization. 

If we had the flexibility to apply the authorization within the total 
available, regardless of specific laws or bases, we would not have to 
ask this committee for this deficiency authorization. 

The CHarmman. But you would have to close up some. You would 
have to cancel some author izations, though, to bring that about. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. Within the total authorization we have, 
you will notice there is about $750 million, roughly, that we are not 
using or proposing to use at this time. 

Now, it is readily apparent that if we could apply that $750 million 
authorization to these specific bases we wouldn’t have to have this addi- 
tional $114 million authorization here. 

The CuHatrman. Have you finished your statement? 

Colonel Emonps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, with the permission of the committee, [ would 
like to just develop one or two facts. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask him a question on his statement before 
you do—— 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. After you finish. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Hardy, any questions? 

Mr. Harpy. Go ahead, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. When did we pass the law providing for the plan- 
ning money ? 

Colonel Epmonps. That was in 1953, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. In 1953. Now, if the committee will examine the 
bill, it occurs to me that you made your best lanning 1 in 1954, because 
you have less deficiency items appearing | hide the 83d. C ongr ess than 
in any one of the Congresses referred to in the bill. 

It occurs to me that you made your poorest planning in the 84th 
Congress in 1956. Therefore, you sought to justify it by saying it 
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was the dispersal of the SAC bases that you didn’t make as complete 
an estimate as possible. 

Now, those are the facts, aren’t they, because it shows in the bill 
those are the facts. 

Now, the question I want to ask you is this: What assurance have 
we now that your planning is on sound ground, plus a 13-percent in- 
crease in building costs? 

Colonel Epmonps. Mr. Chairman, we have the experience of course, 
now, over the past 3 years, and we do have our advance planning very 
well completed. 

The Cuarrman. Then can the committee understand that in the 
next year’s bill you feel that the advance planning has been so tight 
and so careful that the chances are that you will not have to have 
very much of a deficiency authorization, because probably 13 percent, 
the cost in building material 

General Rentz. That is right, Mr. Chairman. The only deficiency 
authorization that we will be possibly faced with in this bill here will 
be due to a rise in construction cost. 

The Cuarrman. Now, one minute. 

Now, you could eliminate this deficiency item, or items, by adding 
approximately 13 or 15 or 16 percent on your original submission to 
the committee, could you not? 

General Rentz. You mean raising the estimates by 13 percent ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman; we could. 

The Cuairman. That is right, but you haven’t sought to do that? 

General Rentz. No, sir. Our estimating agencies estimate the cost 
as of the time they do the estimating. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, as of the time they make the sub- 
mission. 

General Renz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, as I have just stated, you could come in with- 
out any deficiency if you had anticipated the increased cost for ‘the 
year in which you would probably build the construction by adding 
what you anticipated it would be. That would do away with any 
deficiency. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. But that wouldn’t be giving the committee the right 
information. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Your information is based upon the cost at the 
time you submit ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. We all want to know that. 

Mr. Kipay. In this connection 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. In what year was it we had the estimates based on 
24 hours’ notice ? 

General Rentz. That was in 1957, last year’s program, Mr. Kilday. 
We added B-52 dispersal bases as-late starters—in fact, they were 
such late starters that this committee did not hear the testimony on it. 

The Cuamman. Thatis right. It was put in in the Senate. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Kirpay. That is what I was trying to get at. I don’t recall 
that we were told that there were any such crash programs, where you 
only had 24 hours to plan it. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kripay. I was wondering if that had been submitted to you for 
an affirmative step. 

The Cuarrman. The first the committee knew about 1t was in con- 
ference report. 

General Rentz. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. It was developed in the conference hearing that a 
policy had been adopted and submitted to the Senate for a dispersal 

rogram. And you sought to justify the items at these different 
Fades that had been increased on account of that program. That is 
where Mr. Short and myself and others stepped in to try to help 
bring about a worthwhile dispersal by building some 4 or 5 new bases, 
which we put in in conference, and which was agreed to in the House 
and which the Department later on turned down, and that is the end 
of that. 

Mr. Kirpay. I was on that conference committee. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. I remember that very well. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers, have you any questions? 

Mr. Rivers. I wanted to follow out what the chairman brought out. 
That was going to be my question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rrvers. Now, Colonel Edmonds, I understood him to say that 
in the future they have by virtue of some new experience—that they 
have gained recently or mastered recently—— 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. There would be less error in the estimates in the future 
than have been in the past. Did you make that statement, in sub- 
stance ? 

Colonel Epsronns. I believe we can assure the committee that the 
estimates this year of course are much better than they have been in 
previous years. 

The Carman. [agree with you. 

Mr. Rivers. Now 

Colonel Epmonps. I don’t mean to tell the committee there won’t be 
an item that will increase more than the allowable 5 percent. There 
is bound to be a few cases of that. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, it is good to know that. 

Now, I would like to ask you what information or what experience 
has the Air Force gained, that you can assure us that your estimates 
will approximate accuracy greater now than has been the case in the 

ast { 

Colonel EpmMonps. Because we have had time now to proceed with 
our preliminary plans. In most instances each item in this bill is 
based on estimates derived in the field by the architect-engineer and 
the district engineer, based at least on the completion of preliminary 
drawings. In previous years, that was not the case. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, now, we gave you the money for that, authoriza- 
tion for that last year. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And it is just now reflecting itself ? 
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Colonel Epmonps. You see—— 

Mr. Rivers. Is that so? 

Colonel EpMonps. The money you gave us for advance planning 
last year; we have done the preliminary plans on the 1958 program. 

Mr. Rivers. And you can do that with an pressure on you? 

Colonel EpmMonps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Therefore, the majority of error is less than under 
pressure; is that your statement ? 

Colonel Edmonds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Then, that experience will make your estimates more 
nearly accurate. The only thing with any greater percentage of ad- 
dition will be the additional cost as a result of the cost of living? 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Or whatever else goes into this ¢ 

Colonel Epmonps. Any increased cost in construction from a pe- 
riod of approximately 6 months ago until the time we award the 
contracts for these items would be an increase which we have not 
taken into account. 

Mr. Rivers. So, next year, the only increase we will have, in re- 
sponse to the distinguished chairman’s question, will be substantially 
the additional cost of construction ? 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Colonel Epmonps. I believe so, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Hardy ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to be misunderstood on 
the position that I have taken here before. 1 certainly don’t object 
to your coming back up here when you made a mistake in your 
estimate. Now, as a matter of fact, I think it is a whole lot prefer- 
able that you come back here for a deficiency authorization where 
you have slipped up somewhere than that you go ahead and have too 
much blanket authority to juggle your fields around. As a matter 
of fact, that is one of the things that I object to about your proposal. 
Actually, what you are trying to do, it seems to me, is to use an ex- 
cess authorization from one station to exceed your authority on 
another. 

Colonel Epmonps. Well, that is not possible under the law, Mr. 
Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand. But, now, you have made your com- 
parison based on that. You have taken your total authorization, less 
the items which you did not construct, and compared your overrun 
to the total, rather than to the stations involved—isn’t that what you 
have done? 

Colonel Epmonps. Well, I made a statement in here, I believe, Mr. 
Hardy, that, if we had the flexibility of doing just what you have said, 
then we would not be asking for this deficiency. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes—— 

Colonel Epmonps. We are limited. 

Mr. Harpy. Because your total comparative figure is 4.6, or some- 
thing of that kind, in excess of your authorization. But, certain! 
I am not going to go to vote to give you overall flexibility. I would 
much rather have you come up here and explain what has happened. 

There isn’t anything that justifies any particular censure because you 
slipped up on your alert hangars, as you indicated you did awhile 











2234 


ago. There isn’t anything that justifies censure where you had a 
change in the mission and had to change the specification on the run- 
ways. But the committee ought to know it. 

And you ought not to be permitted to go back and take your authori- 
zation from some other place in order to finance—or in order to pro- 
vide the authorization for an increased specification for a runway 
on which you have changed the mission. 

General Renvz. I certainly agree. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t think we ought to extend any such loose au- 
thority as that. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t construe they are asking. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Colonel Epmonps. We did not ask for that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They are not asking. 

Mr. Harpy. Also, I think this. I think your figure is still a little 
misleading when you come up with 4.6 percent. It is misleading when 
you relate it to the total authorization. But we are not talking about 
the total authorization. 

Colonel Epmonps. The percentage against the total authorization, 
Mr. Hardy, would be substantially less than the 4.85 percent. The 4.85 
is just against what we are using. 

Mr. Harpy. You have an awful lot of stations that were not-affected 
one way or the other in this. 

Colonel Epmonps. That is correct, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. By including those you reduce your percentage. Now, 
if you had related your overrun in requirement or your deficiency in 
authorization to the total authorizations on the stations affected, 
less the line items which you eliminated from those stations, you would 
have exceeded your 5 percent, wouldn’t you? 

Colonel Epmonps. That is why we have to have this request, be- 
cause on these specific bases we do exceed the 5 percent. 

Mr. Harpy. That is just exactly the point. But, if you had made 
such a comparison as that, the committee would have had a better 
idea of what happened than it gets when you relate it to your total 
authorization. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. To your total authorization less the items which you 
eliminated. This figure is still incomplete, as far as I am concerned. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I do like the way this matter is handled at the present 
time. You are going to make mistakes and underestimate. I think 
you should still do what you are doing, make the estimates fairly. 
Sometimes it is going to be short. This committee, I think you will 
find, will always be very fair on the matter. 

Now, if you tend, in order to never underestimate—if you tend to 
overestimate, you are going to encourage a bad policy there. Be- 
cause, frankly, the contractors know—they are human. If they 
know what the estimate is, and it is high, why we are not going to get 
the very best deal in every case. You certainly haven’t underesti- 
mated-as bad as the St. Lawrence seaway, which is 100 percent under- 
estimated, roughly. You haven’t done that bad in any case. We 
aren’t too critical here. 

General Rentz. Thank you. 
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The CuHarrman. I think for the record you should show what 
our deficiency is for the 84th Congress. That was 1955. In dol- 
— and cents what does that amount to? Have you it worked 
out 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. How much is that? Wait 1 minute 
now. What is your total 

Colonel Epmonps. Did you want both laws in the 84th Congress? 
The Cuatrman. I want the full—as referred to in the bill, it says 

Public Law 161, 84th Congress. 

Colonel Epmonps. In Public Law 161, the deficieney is $24,128,- 
500. 

The Cuarrman. Give me those figures again. 

Colonel Epmonps. 24 million. 

The CuarrMan. 24 million. 

Colonel Epmonps. $128,500. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That was out of the bill of about— 
my recollection is about $1.4 billion. 

Colonel EpmMonps. 1.339,060. 

The CHarrman. All right. Now you had your previous planning 
money to make a plan for that bill, did you not? And that was the 
first year you had it. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. But in the first year 

The CHatrman. Don’t you think you made a very fine showing? 
Because you are only asking for $24 million ? 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir, because that is only 2.33 percent. 

The CHarMan. Exactly. Now let’s see how well you have done 
after—that was your first year. You didn’t have much experience. 

Colonel EpmMonps. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Go to your next year. 

Jolonel EpMonps. The next year 
The CuarrmMan. That was the 84th Congress. Now go to the 84th 

Congress, the 2d session. 

Colonel Epmonps. The authorization in Public Law 968 
The CHatrrman. How much? Wait one minute. All right, how 

much was that ? 

Colonel Epmonps. $1,360,934,000. 

The Cuarrman. Now, how much did you ask for 

Colonel Epmonps. $87,016,000. 

The Cuarrman. You see, your second year you begin to inerease it. 
Colonel Epmonps. However, Mr. Chairman 
The Cuarrman. What I am trying to get at—I want to show that 

in this last one, in 1956, is your worst planning at all. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The CHarmMan. There are no two ways about that. 

General Rentz. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. You will have to admit that, because the book shows 
it right here. 

So you had 3 years planning information behind you, when in 
the last year you made the worst mistakes of all. And you can only 
charge $30 million. 

Colonel Epmonps. Mr. Chairman, that is not quite correct. 

The Cuatrman. What is the deficiency in 1956, last year? 




















. 
| 








2236 


Colonel Epmonps. You mean in 1957, sir. 

The CHarrmAn. Well, 1957. 

Colonel Epmonps. In 1957, the deficiency is $87,016,000. However, 
I pointed out to the committee that that was due almost entirely to 
the change in criteria on the pavements which was not anticipated 
when the original estimates were made. 

The CHareman. All right. 

Colonel Epmonps. And that takes care of some 60 million of that, 
sir. 

The CHarrman. Then the committee can understand that in this 
authorization, in this bill, of some $800 million, you feel like you 
have made a very fair estimate based upon the present day costs? 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir, I do, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarmman. And, therefore, if your trend continues to be a 
rise in the market, that would be your deficiency ? 

General Rentz. An increase in construction. 

The CHatrrman. What? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now let’s estimate. If it is 13 percent 
and—your total authorization this year is how much, $800 million? 

Colonel Epmonps. We don’t anticipate that it will be 13 percent, 
Mr. Chairman. That was the figure that was used for around 21% 
years. Somewhere between 5 and 10 percent, I think 

The CHarman. All right, then let’s say 10 percent. 5 percent 
will be $40 million. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuareman. Then the committee can understand, then, in all 
robability, taking into account increased costs, you would only ask 
or a deficiency under the authorization granted now of about $40 

million next year? 

Colonel Epmonps. We hope—— 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. Now if there is 
any other circumstances, such as this B-52 business we talked 
about—— 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. I would rather come in and get some items 
reauthorized. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. Than to show a deficiency authorization. 

The Caran. My point is this: Don’t come in here with any 
padded figures. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You bring in the actual cost as it exists at the 
time you write the bill up. 

General Rentz. That is what we are doing, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. The Department must be frank and candid and 
say it was based upon the figures in 1957 and in 1958 it is costing 
so much and, therefore, we just have to have more money to carry 
it out. Of course, you could eliminate this deficiency entirely by just 

adding your figures in here and you would come in and say no 
Sioa at all, but you would be deceiving the committee and you 
would be deceiving yourselves because your estimates would have 
been too high in the first instance. 
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General Renz. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, we are not saying’that they have tried to 
pad anything thus far. 

The Cuairman. No. I am just telling them not to. Because they 
can eliminate the deficiency by padding the figures as to what they 
anticipate the increased costs will be. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, well. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, if we did that we would be working 
against ourselves. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz Because everything in the authorization bill goes in 
the financial plan. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

General Rentz. And we would be taking up room in the appropria- 
tions plan unjustly. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I think—— 

Mr Harpy. Mr. Chairman, can I say just one more thing ? 

The CHatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I think as a matter of fact, you ought to be encouraged 
to come back to the committee. 

The Cuamrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. When you have a situation like you have had this time. 

Where you have had a change in specifications, you have changed 
your missions, the committee ought tabs advised of that. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t think you people ought to feel that you have to 
try to show that you made such a wonderful showing by comparing 
your Sere with the total figure and come in here with a showing that 
you only had a 1.6 increase. 

I think that is doggone stupidity, to tell you the truth, to come in 
here with that kind of approach. ‘The committee doesn’t resent being 
asked for an increase, a deficiency based on something that is legiti- 
mate. 

The Cuamrman. Without objection, the committee approves the de- 
ficiencies that commence with section 303 on page 55, section 304 on 
page 67, line 11. 

eneral Rentz. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now that totals $141 million. 

Mr. Ketiener.. $114 million 

General Renz. $114 million, Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. $114 million All right. 

Now, let’s read (b). That comes down to section 306. 

General Rentz. Air Force installations—— 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute now. 

Subsection (b) of section 302 of the act of August 3, 1956, is amended te read 


as follows: 
“Air Force installations and facilities ——” 


go ahead and read it, general. 


General Rentz (reading) : 

Air Force installations and facilities by proceding with construction made 
necessary by changes in Air Force Missions, new weapons developments, new 
and unforeseen research and development requirements, or improved produc- 
tion schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such 
construction for inclusion in the next military construction authorization Act 
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would be inconsistent wtih interests of national security, and in connection 
therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or 
temporary public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurte- 
nances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of $50,000,000: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, shall notify the Committees 
on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives immediately up- 
on reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction of any 
public work undertaken under this subsection, including those real estate 
actions pertaining thereto. 


Mr. Rivers. Now does that 

The Cuairman. Now wait 1 minute. Explain to the committee 
exactly how you construe that section. 

General Rentz. That is the emergency authorization the com- 
mittee granted last year of $50 million, And all this section does 
is add new wording—“new and unforeseen research and development 
requirements.” That is the only change that we are asking for in the 
302 (b) of last year, sir. 

The Carman. Mr. Kelleher, have we any comments made on this 
section ¢ 

Mr. Kewieuer. No, sir. I do want to point out, as I think the 
gm has made clear, that this is not granting any new authority. 

t is the same old $50 million, with some new wording which will 
permit them to use the $50 million against new research and develop- 
ment where they couldn’t before. 

Mr. Rivers. Does that mean 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Wait1 minute. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Does that mean, Mr. Chairman—say they want to go 
out here and buy a tract of land. All they have to do is notify the 
committee and then proceed? Or they have to get approval of the 
eommittee before they proceed? I would like to get an answer. 

General Rentz. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Renz. It has to be a requirement that is generated by 1 
of these 4 categories up here. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

General Rentz. A change in mission or a research and develop- 
ment and so forth. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. Say for contingency—— 

General Renvrz. No, sir, it is not a contingency fund, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Say some of the contingencies arise which are cited in 
this section, which among other things states that if the Secretary of 
Defense fulfills these conditions precedent, he can go out here and 
procure real estate and so forth—it says including those real-estate 
actions pertaining thereto—by only notifying the two committees. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Now what I want 

General Renvrz. If it meets the qualifications of one of these cate- 
gories, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask and find out from you and from Mr. 
Kelleher if that varies the terms of the existing law applicable to 
the acquisition of real property. 

General Rentz. No, sir, it does not, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr, Rivers. Does it, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Title 6 will still obtain. 
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General Renrz. Title 6 still pertains. 

Mr. Kevtrner. And the clearance for the real estate will still have 
to come up in normal fashion. 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to be sure that this does not vary existing 
law applicable to the acquisition of real property by the Department 
of Air Force and/or the Department of Defense. 

General Rentz. No, sir; it does not, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krrentn. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, that section is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Krrentrn. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kitchin. 

Mr. Krreutn. Did we or did we not take out a similar item of $5 
million for the Army ? 

The CuatrmMan. Yes; we did. 

Mr. Ketiener. There was no section exactly like that, although it 
roughly corresponds to it, Mr. Kitchin. But this, of course, is last 

ear’s authority, already granted, and merely makes change in the 
anguage. 

The Cuarrman. Read title IV. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Caarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. What is the specific change in language from a year ago? 

General Rentz. It starts on line 13, Mr. Chairman, “new and unfor- 
seen research and development requirements.” 

Mr. Bates. And what was it a year ago? 

General Rentz. That was omitted. The other three categories were 
in, but we did not make any mention of unforeseen research and de- 
velopment requirements. 

Mr. Bares. Now, how much money did you have left over from this 
account last year ? 

General Rentz. We have used approximately $12 million of the $50 
million. We are keeping a very close watch on that. And it has to 
be an emergency. 

The Cuarrman. That is right 

General Rentz. That is affecting the operational capability of the 
Air Force, before we are authorized to use it. 

Mr. Bares. Now you have another special fund for fire and other 
conditions. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir, of $5 million or $10 million, along that 
line. 

Now read section 4, General. 

Without objection, that section is approved. 

Read “General provisions.” 

Mr. Ketiener. This will be presented, Mr. Chairman, by the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

The CuarrMan. Oh, yes. That finishes—wait 1 minute now. 

The Department of Defense takes over now. 

Let’s go back to the Air Force now and see where we stand. 

Mr. Rivers. What, the ADC? 

The Cuatrman. We will start on page—I believe we are all in 
agreement. 
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Mr. Keiiener. Page 33 is where title ITI starts, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. 33 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now in my book as we went along—lI have been following the bill. 
Now, Mr. Kelleher, get your bill and let’s see if we have it marked. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. We have to introduce a new bill to get rid of all 
these amendments. 

Now the first amendment I have here is Ethan Air Force Base, re- 
duced down to $594,000. 

Mr. Kewiener. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that Ethan Allen ? 

General Rentz. Ethan Allen, that is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Let’s get every one right. Glasgow Air 
Force Base is reduced to $2,048,000. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And Grand Forks Air Force Base is reduced to 
$4,466,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Correct. 

Geenral Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Ketiexer. Kinross 

The Cuarrman. I marked in my book to strike out Grandview, 
but somebody talked me out of it. I don’t know who did it. But we 
will have quite a debate on the floor over it. 

The next one is Kinross Air Force Base, which is reduced to $429,- 
000. 

Mr. Keiiener. Correct. 

General Rentz. Correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The next one is Minot Air Force Base, which is 
$6,804,000. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Correct. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuareman. All right. 

On page 36, the Otis Air Force Base is $2,074,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Correct. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Then Truax Field -—— 

Mr. Kevtiener. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt? Would you 
want to take up Selfridge at this time? That was passed over. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kettener. On account of a commissary. 

The Cuatrman. Yes; that is right—what ? 

Mr. Ketiener. The Department is prepared to justify the commis- 
a That is on line 19. 

he CHarrMANn. $2,898,000. Did we pass that over ? 

Mr. Kettzuer. We passed it because of the commissary there. It 
was Mr. Hardy who asked that further information be furnished, and 
I believe the Air Force is ready to give that. 

The Cuarrman. Yes; Mr. Hardy had the idea with reference to 
eliminating the commissary—or adding a commissary ? 

General Rentz. Mr. Hardy brought up the question on the com- 
missary, itself, was it not, Mr. Hardy ? 
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Mr. Harpy. I don’t know, but I remember we had some discussions 
about it. There was one, it seems to me, we needed worse than some 
others we had in there. 

General Rentz. No, sir, this one at Selfridge, Mr. Hardy—we were 
taking and converting the warehouse back to its original use. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

General Rentz. You wanted to know how much it was going to 
cost us to convert back to warehouse space and also how much money 
we had spent in putting that commissary in the warehouse. 

Mr. Bray. What is the answer ? 

Colonel Epmonps. Mr. Chairman, we sent a report over on that and I 
will give it to you the best I can from memory. 

The old warehouse was built so many years ago they don’t have an 
exact record of when it was built. But in 1932 it was converted to 
commissary use by the old Constructing Quartermaster for the De- 
partment of the Army. They spent approximately $5,000 on it, which 
involved only the placing of temporary partitions and cutting a new 
entrance into the old building. 

The estimate for restoring it back to the use as a warehouse as 
originally designed is approximately $2,000. 

Now we have used that old facility since 1932, which is 25 years, 
and we feel that that has certainly amortized the $7,000 that will 
have been spent by the time we reconvert it back. 

Mr. Harpy. You mean that is the only conversion cost, to convert a 
warehouse to a commissary store, was accomplished in 1932 at $5,000, 
and you haven’t spent any other major funds to make that thing 
adaptable to a commissary store ¢ 

Colonel Epmonps. That is absolutely correct, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. It is unbelievable, if it is correct. 

Colonel Epmonps. It is. The refrigeration has been furnished by 
using temporary walk-in boxes and there has been no permanent 

Colonel EpMonps. Construction. 

The Cuarrman. Any motion with reference to this item ? 

Mr. Rivers. I move it be approved. 

The Cuairman. It stands approved. 

Now the next one I just stated, be increased, at Truax, to $1,228,000, 
for land acquisition. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. And add the words “land acquisition.” 

The Cuatrman. That is right, and add the words “land acquisition.” 
That is right. 

ae at Youngstown we added $141,000, making a total of how 
much ¢ 

Mr. Keiiener. $358,000. 

General Rentz. $358,000. 

The Cuarrman. How much? 

Mr. Keviener. $358,000. 

The Cuarrman. $358,000. All right. Now that figure $217,000 
is struck out and we put there $358,000. 

Now the next item is on page 38 of the bill, line 20-—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, you want to strike the Air Force 
Academy prior to that, I think. 
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The Cuarmman. Oh, yes. That is right. For the Air Force Acad- 
emy we have some language to goin. Read the language. 

Mr. Kewiener. Yes, sir. It will actually be a general provision at 
the end of the bill. 

The Cuarmman. Then we strike out this part of the Air Force 
Academy here. 

Mr. Ke.iener. We do. 

General Rentz. In its entirety. 

The Cuarrman. In its entirety. We strike that out right there. 
We took it up later on. Then we strike out on that same page, 38, 
lines 20 and 21, for the Air Force station in Memphis. 

Mr. Ketiener. We have one prior to that, Mr. Chairman. Grif- 
fiss is amended, on line 14, the money becoming $10,659,000. A land 
item was taken out. 

The Cuatrman. $10,659,000. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Against $10,675,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, then, on page 39 

Mr. Keiuener. We strike all of Mallory, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mallory is stricken out, that is right. 

We just called attention to that. 

Then on page 39 we strike out Wilkins Air Force Base—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Before that, McClellan, Mr. Chairman. 

At the top of page 39, line 5, the figure becomes—— 

The Cuarrman. That is right, $5,133,000? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sit. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Then lines 17 and 18 are stricken out. 

Now, on page 40-—— 

Mr. Ketxiener. There is another one, Mr. Chairman. 

Wright-Patterson is changed. 

At the bottom, line 23, the money figure becomes $2,077,000. A 
land item was deleted. 

The Cuarmman. $2 million—— 

Mr. Ketiener. $2,077,000. 

The Cuarrman. $2,077,000. All right. 

Now, on page 40—we have no amendments on page 40. 

Mr. Kerner. Nothing. 

The Cuarrman. And on page 41, at Patrick, we strike out $2,988,- 
000, and put $2,962,000. 

Mr. Keviener. Right. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. Now, at Amarillo, we strike out $2,163,000, arid put 
in $4,785,000. 

Now Craig Air Force Base 

Mr. Ketitever. Nochange. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Now, Ellington Air Fores Basé we 
strike out. 

Mr. Ket.ener. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. $8,000. 
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James Connally Air Force Base, Waco. We strike that out. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Crrairman. Now, that comes down to—all approved on page 42. 

Mr. Ketiener. Except Scott, which begins at the bottom of that 
page. 

The Cuaimman. That is right, Scott Air Force Base. 

Now, we change that to $635,000. 

Mr. Keviener. Correct. 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, let me ask a question on that, Mr. Chairman. 

Does that mean the research and development, which some time in 
the past we approved it be moved to somewhere in Ohio, has now been 
reconsidered, and is going to be moved over to Andrews Air Force 
Base, and the Military Air Transport Headquarters in its entirety, is 
being moved to Scott Air Force Base. 

General Renvz. That is correct, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. The whole business. 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. When do you expect that transfer to take place ? 

General Renvz. It will start in July of 1958. 

Mr. Rivers. When was that decision reached ? 

General Renz. Very recently, Mr. Rivers. 

I would say about 2 weeks before Mr. Douglas appeared before the 
committee. 

Mr. Kitpay. When did you say it would take place ¢ 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman—— 

General Renrz. The move will start—there are three moves in- 
volved. The move will start in fiscal year 1958, this coming July. 
Now when the move will be completed I can’t say. 

Mr. Kitpay. But I thought you had said July 1958. You meant 
July of fiseal 1958. 

General Rentz. Fiscal 1958, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Well, the decision to move ARDC to Andrews was 
made some time ago. 

General Rentz. That was made last year, sir. 

Mr. Lankrorp. That was just about a year ago? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

We will strike out on Sheppard Air Force Base—we will strike out 
the figures and insert $4,200,000. 

Mr. Kevitener. Correct. 

The Cnatmman. Then we strike out in its entirety Vincent Air 
Force Base at Yuma. 

Now, I want to find out—off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

General Renrz. We don’t call this a deletion. We call this a de- 
ferral, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That finishes that page. 

Here on page 44, we add—no. At Maxwell we reduce that $50,000. 

Mr. Ketitener. To $50,000. 

General Renrz. To $50,000. 

The Ciamman. We reduce it to $50,000, 
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Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me ask a question on page 44. I 
notice we have $920,000 for operational and training facilities at 
Andrews under the MATS. 

The Cuatrman. Don’t do that. Let’s wait until we get down to it. 

Mr. Rivers. That is page 44. 

The CuarrMan. Yes,sir. Weare on the top of page 44. 

Colonel Eweank. Mr. Rivers, this item is for a globcom center. It 
isa global communications terminus. 

Mr. Rivers. Can it be used under the other organizations coming 
in there? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

That will remain right there, as a globcom facility. It supports the 
seat of the Government right here in Washington. 

General Renrz. It was not tied to the MATS mission, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to know. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Then we change the figure from $300,000 to $50,000. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, the Continental Air Command. We put in 
an amendment right there. 

Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio. 

Medical facilities 

Mr. Keviener. Operational facilities, actually, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Don’t you want to use the word medical ? 

We have it here. 

Mr. Ketitener. We can put that in parentheses. 

The CuatrmMan. The word operational facilities is so broad. Make 
it medical facilities. 

Mr. Keviener. All right. 

The CuHairMAn. $952,000; is that right, General ? 

General Renz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Then Dobbins Air Force Base; we reduced that to 
$139,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Correct. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuatmrman. Mitchel Air Force Base : we reduce it to $337,000. 

Mr. Keitiener. Correct. 

General Renrz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the St. Louis base: we increase that from 
$60,000 to $620,000. 

Mr. Ke_itener. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Where is that ? 

Mr. Keviener. Line 12. 

The CyatrmMan. We increase the St. Louis base from $60,000 to 
$620,000. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Now, everything is—no. On page 45—— 

Mr. Keviener. Page 44, Mr. Chairman. 

McGuire ischanged. The last one on the page. 

The Cuatmrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kevirner. It goes to $496,000. 

The CuarrMan. $496,000. 

Now then, the last—on page 45 we reduce those figures $6,000, 
to $11,510,000. 
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General Rentz. Blytheville, yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bray. Where is that ? 

The CuarrmMan. Now, on the Bunker Hill Air Force Base, in 
Indiana. 

Westrike out the figures and we insert $9,584,000. 

Mr. Keitiener. Correct. 

General Renz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrrman, And Carswell Air Force Base. 

We strike out the figures, and strike out land acquisition and put the 
figures $2,059,000, 

General Renz. That is correct. 

Mr. Keviener. Correct. 

The CrHarrman. And the Castle Air Force Base is reduced to 
$2,976,000. 

Mr. Kevitener. Correct. 

General Renz. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. Now, that finishes that. 

On page 47, I find from my book no change; is that correct é 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct; yes, sir. 

The CuairmMan. Page 48, on line 19, we strike out the figures and 
make it $2,347,000. 

Mr. Kevitener. Correct. 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. And on page 49, we strike out entirely the Pine 
Castle Air Force Base, Orlando, Fla. 

General Renrz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And in Plattsburg, we reduce the figures to $231,000. 

Mr. Keiitener. Correct. 

The Cuairman. Now, that finishes that page. 

Now, page 50, we strike out the figures on Westover Air Force Base 
and make it $1,901,000. 

Mr. Kevtiener. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. And at Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, 
S. C., we strike out the figures, and make it $1,287,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Correct. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. I know that that is a deferral and not striking it out. 

General Renrz. That is right, Mr. Rivers. Strike it out in this bill. 

The CuarrmMan. Strike it out in this bill. You are going to put 
the item in next year. 

Mr. Rivers. All of these are deferrals. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to keep the record straight. 

The CHatrmMan. Now, on page 51, on Seymour Johnson, we make 
the figures $11,558,000. 

Mr. Kevuener. $11,558,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Eleven-what—— 

Mr. Keviener. $11,558,000. 

The Cuamman. Oh, yes. 

Now, then, strike out the words “family houses,” 








Mr. Ketiener. No, sir, I believe not. The language would stay. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, I have that one passed over. Wait a minute. 
That is the one that we must send a committee out to see. 

Mr. Ketuener. Yes, sir. 








2246 


The Cuairman. Tentatively we will approve the item, with the 
understanding that when the committee comes back we will be guided 
by the decision of the committee. 

Mr. Kevienrr. That is right. 

The CHarrman. Because when I reintroduce this bill—we .could 
either leave this out in its entirety, and offer an amendment on the 
floor—either way. 

But I think the best way to handle it is to let this item stand in the 
bill with the understanding it will be amended on the floor after the 
committee comes back. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir 

The Cuamman. Because, I am hoping to introduce this bill tomor- 
row or the next day, and vote on it one day this week before the com- 
mittee gets back. 

Mr. Gavin. What base is that you are talking about ? 

The Cuarrmman. This is the base out in Salt Lake—— 

General Rentz. Wendover. 

Mr. Ketiener. Wendover, line 16. 

The Cuarrman. That I am asking the committee to go out, anyone 
who wants to go. I am going to try to set it up for Friday. To see 
whether or not we should construct 68 family houses or occupy those 
houses already out there. 

Mr. Kettener. Mr. Chairman, in any event, the money figure would 


change. 
The CuHatrrman. That is Set 
Mr. Keuiever. So it is $2,035,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. £9 000,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. 035. 

The CHatrrmMan. 035. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sit 

The CuarrmMan. Strike out that figure, and put that in there. 

Mr. Arenps. We can do it by committee amendment. 

The CHarrman. That is right. 

That gets to page 52. Various locations. 

We strike out $22,147,000, and put $7,331,000. 

Mr. Ketuener. Correct. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Minter. Where is that? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is on page 52, line 2. 

The Cuarrman. That is all the amendments on that page. 

On page 53, line 5, various locations: we strike out the figure $17,- 
024,000 and insert $12,738,000. 

Mr. Kewtiener. Correct. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Are the lists of those locations? 

The CHatrmMan. Now. on page 53, line 18, we strike out $2,97 5,000, 
and increase that to $3,783,000. 

Mr. Bray. Which one is that? 

Mr. Kettener. Line 18. 

Mr. Gavin. Ramey. 

The CHarrman. Ramey Air Force Base, in Puerto Rico. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, wasn’t there supposed to be some investi- 
gation, something down there about taking over some Ar my facilities, 
and someone was to go down there? 
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I made a check on that. 

The Cuatrrman. We had a hearing on Ramey the other day. 

Mr. Keitener. You did suggest some time ago, Mr. Chairman, in 
connection with housing, both family housing and troop housing down 
there, that a subcommittee visit Ramey. 

Mr. Rivers. The subcommittee discussed going to Ramey. 

The Cuatmrman. I will ask Mr. Rivers later on in the session to try 
to go down there, he and Mr. Bray on the subcommittee to go down 
there, and look into it. Now, that gets to page 54. 

Strike out—on line 6, strike out $84,960,000 and substitute in lien 
thereof $39,217,000. 

Mr. Kectiener. Correct. 

General Rentz. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then that come down to “Research and develop- 
ment.” Strike out lines 16, down to 21. 

Mr. Ke.iener. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. That $4 million item. Then we will have to change 
the number—no, no, we don’t have to change that. Section 302 is all 
right. 

Then section 303 and section 304—-we just approved these sections 
now. Allright. That gets everything. Now, Mr. Kelleher, will you 
and the General tell us how much reduction—now I have $21 million 
more back in here to pick up in reduction. 

How much do the figures show now ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. Including that $21 million, it is roughly $70 million, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. $70 million. 

Mr. Ketiener. In the Air Force, alone. 

The Cratrman. Inthe Air Force portion. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think by line item consideration we have done a 
fairly vood job. That is what percent ? 

Mr. Rivers. Have youareclama for the whole outfit / 

The Cuarrman. What percent ? 

Mr. Kevieuer. That is about 9 percent. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman 

The CuatrmMan. Whois here from the Department of Defense ? 

Mr. Gavin. I want to take this opportunity to compliment the chair- 
man. It is amazing the accuracy with which he has reported these 
changes in the bill. 

The CHatrman. Thank you for that observation. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to associate myself with the 
remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Cramman. Whois here from the Department of Defense ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Sheridan. 

The Cuarrman. Who. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Sheridan, the Director of Construction. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Sheridan, you are here now to discuss the 
general provisions of this bill ? 

Mr. Sueripan. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. General, I want to thank the Air Force on the able 
manner in which you presented this bill. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, and I want to thank you— 
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The Cuarrman. General, General Washbourne made a very fine 
impression on the committee. 

Mr. Gavin. They turned in a very fine performance. 

The CHarrman. You have every high esteem that the committee 
had for the forceful manner in which your predecessor presented the 
Air Force case. 

My compliments. 

General Rentz. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, wait one minute. What is the saving—all 
you witnesses now sit down with the Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. Kelleher, can you briefly tell the committee what is the sav ing 
or reduction in the Navy and the Army ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

In the Army it is about $19 million. Inthe Navy about $45 million. 

The Cuarrman. And the Air Force what? 

Mr. Keiiener. About $70 million. 

The Cuatrrman. All right. That is about $134 million. All right. 





Mr. Bares. Mostly in Massachusetts. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, read the first section of the general 
provisions, section 401. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. We have some items here for the Army and Navy 
we have to go back to. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. 

The CuHamman. We haven’t finished. 

Mr. Ketiener. On page 68, title IV, starting on line 6, section 401: 

The Secretary of each military department may proceed to establish or develop 
installations and facilities under this Act without regard to sections 3628 and 
3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and sections 4774 (d) and 9774 (d) of 
title 10, United States Code. The authority to place permanent or temporary 
improvements on land includes authority for surveys, administration, overhead, 
planning and supervision incident to construction. That authority may be exer- 
cised before title to the land is approved under section 355 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended, and even though the land is held temporarily. The au- 
thority to acquire real estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to 
acquire land, and interests in land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, 
exchange of Government-owned land, or otherwise. 

The Cuatrman. Now, what does section 3648, which does not have 
to be complied with, provide? 

Mr. Keiiener. That section of the revised statute, Mr. Chairman, 
provides that advance payments may not be made. This, of course, 
would make that section inapplic ‘able to this bill. A good example 
of why its exclusion is required is that sometimes when utilities are 
extended to a military installation the cost of that extension is paid in 
advance by the military department and then is amortized by lower 

rates over a period of time. It is conventional. 

The Cuarrman. What is 3734? 

Mr. Ketiener. 3734 has 2 parts. One of them provides that no 
money shal] be paid or contracts made for any sight for public building 
in excess of the amount specifically appropri: ated for. 

Sometimes, that is impossible to predict, as we have seen in this bill, 
for example, and therefore, an exception from that is necessary. 

The other part of it is no money shall be expended on any public 
building until after sketch plans and so forth have been presented 
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to the General Services Administration. That law never contem- 
plated 

The Cuarrman. As far as this bill is concerned, we are waiving the 
requirements of these three statutes / 

Mr. Kevxiener. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Is there any comment from the Secretary’s office 
with regard to section 401 ? 

Mr. SHERIDAN. No, sir, there isn’t, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Without objection. 

Now, this is the same section that has been in previous bills? 

Mr. Keiiener. That is correct. 

Mr, SHeriwan,. That is correct. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman / 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. That section pertaining to land which is held tempor- 
arily—you want to discuss that a little bit and tell us something 
about that? 

On line 16. 

Mr. Suerivan. I am told that that has to do with leases. 

Mr. Bares. Well, are we going to put permanent construction on 
land which is held temporarily? Is that the possibility that could 
develop under that section ? 

Mr, Suerman. Well, it is the 99-year type of lease, and it is pos- 
sible that permanent improveme nts would be put on that kind of 
land, 

The CnHatrman. Of course, the policy of the committee and the 
policy of the Congress has been not to make any permanent instal- 
lations on land unless the fee is in the Government. 

Now, I don’t think we have ever passed upon 99 years. 

99 years is a long time in my life but a short time in the Govern- 
ment’s life. 

If we should go on the policy of building permanent installations 
on leased premises, we might be running in a very doubtful method 
of legislation. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, wouldn’t this be true, though: in any 
instance in which there is other than fee title, that has been justified as 
to the individual installation on the line item consideration. 

Mr. Sueripan. That is right, yes, sir. 

It is the policy of the Defense Department not to build permanent 
facilities on leased land. 

The Cuarrman. Allright, without objection. 

Mr. Bares. I want to know. Does this pertain only to 99-year lease 
or is it under different circumstances ? 

Just what is the situation ? 

Mr. Suerwwan. I would like to have Mr. Norton answer that, if I 
may. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, have you any statement ? 

Mr. Keener. Only this. Not infrequently the Department occu- 
pies premises on a leased basis in antic ipation of getting the fee in 
future years. And during that time, and knowing they have the power 
of condemnation in any ev vent, they do erect permanent structures. It 
has happened on a number of occasions. 

Mr. Norton. Mr. Chairman and Mr. Bates, I am Melvin Norton, of 
the Office of Assistant Secretary of Defense for Properties and In- 
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stallations....We have a great need to place improvements on leasehold 
lands. In many cases also, the cities and local governments and States 
do not wish us to acquire fee title to their properties. In those cases, 
we have very firm policies as to the quality of the lease we insist upon. 
We insist upon 25, with 25 renewal. We normally get them for $1 
a year, or $1 for the full term of 50 years. We normally get them 
without restoration clauses. So that in the end, we are much better off 
than if we had bought the fee title. 

Mr. Bares. I would like to have the counsel fix up some sort of an 
amendment, Mr. Chairman, that wouldn’t be as broad as this language 
here. 

The Cuamman. I think—isn’t this the same language that was in 
the bill last year? 

Mr. Ketiruer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Identically the same language. 

Mr. Bares. We might be a little more alert. this year. 

The Cuamman. Suppose we write something in the report. That 
would probably be better. 

Without objection, section 401 is agreed. 

Now, section 402 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question on that 
section 401 where it has to do with Mr. Kelleher’s explanation. You 
mentioned the GSA having to approve certain specifications and 
plans. 

The Cuamman. That is the old 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute now. 

How often does the GSA have to approve plans for the military ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Actually, never, but under the law, which has been 
in existence for many years, the old Public Buildings Administration 
had plans submitted to it for every building in the United States that 
was built by any agency of the Government. 

Now, of course, their functions have been taken over by GSA, but 
the law never contemplated that a program such as this bill embraces 
would be checked through GSA. 

Mr. Rivers. If it is just an old hangover from an archaic, obsolete, 
of obsolescent law, why have it in here? The GSA hasn’t anything 
to do with the military other than only—— 

The Cuamman. They would have something to do with it if you 
didn’t make the waiver. 

Mr. Keriexner. Unless we made this exception—— 

The Cuarrman. It is necessary to have that. 

Mr. Keriener. Of this program from that requirement. 

The CuatrmMan. This is a waiver. If you didn’t put this in there, 
then they could-—— 

Mr. Rivers. We ought to repeal the law, because it doesn’t have any 
effect on it. The only time the GSA has anything to do with the fel- 
lows in the military is when you go out to acquire some lease interest 
for the civil defense or something of that character. 

Mr. SuHerman. That is correct. 

The Cramman. This is a waiver. 

Section 402 is approved with the understanding that we change the 
figures to meet: what we do. 

Now section 403. Read that section, Mr. Kelleher. This is very 
important now, this section. 








2251 


Mr. Keitiener. Section 403. 

Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or III of this act may, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary concerned, be increased by 5 percent for projects inside 
the United States and by 10 percent for projects outside the United States. 
However, the total cost of all projects in each such title may not be more than 
the total amount authorized to be appropriated for projects in that title. 

The Cuarrman. Now I invite your attention to the last words, 
“projects in that title.” 

Here is what is worrying me about this matter. While we go here 

and itemize line by line items and designate them by stations, why 
under the broad authority here in view of projects in this title there 
would be $40 million in the Air Force phase—because he had $800 
million and 5 percent of that would be $40 million. That would be 
$40 million that they could play with on various projects. Isn’t that 
correct, gentlemen ? 

Mr. Suerwan. You couldn't use the whole $40 million against any 
particular 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Suerman. You couldn’t use the $40 million against any par- 
ticular location, but you would have the $40 million in a kitty. 

The Cuarrman. You could, provided it didn’t increase that item. 

Mr. Suerman,. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Yes; that is right, 5 percent. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, would you go back over those figures 
again and repeat what you s: aid about the total amount that might be 
ch anged, on the 5 percent ‘ 

The Cuamman, As I interpret it—this has been in previous bills. 
I don’t know whether it has been happening. But this is what could 
happen. Now what is the amount we authorized for the Air Force? 

Mr. Keviener. $730 million, roughly. 

The CuHatrMan. $730 million. 

Now it says, “to be appropriated for projects in this title.” Then 
that means among all of the Air Force projects—— 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes. 

The CuatrMan. They could break up $40 million. 

Mr. Kinpay. But they would have to increase each line item by 5 
percent to do that; wouldn’t they ? 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. SuHEeripan. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Then he would take in the book here—let me show 
you. Let’s apply it. 

Mr. Kinpay. What I am getting at, Mr. Chairman, is that the lan- 
guage as written refers to specific line items. The line item alone 
can be increased 5 percent and not the total. 

Mr. Keiener. The installation only and not the total, exactly, 
Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Arenps. From what the gentleman from Texas said, you would 
lave to increase every line item by 5 percent. 

Mr. Ketiener. If you increase an item by 5 percent, you would have 
to steal that 5 percent from some place else. 

Mr. Kivpay. It is not mandatory that this be done. 

Mr. Ketiener. No. 

Mr. Kitpay. So they can always fail to go ahead 5, 10, or 100 per- 
cent on any line item. 
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Mr. Ketiener. That is correct, and use all of those 5 percents at 
other installations. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, exactly. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Everybody understands it. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to be sure I understand it, Mr. Chair- 
man. Does that mean—just to take an illustration. On page 45 
there, the first one is the Altus Air Force Base. Does that mean you 
could increase that item in line 4, $848,000, by 5 percent ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right, by about $42,000. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That $42,000 would have to come off some other 
project in that title. 

Mr. Keviener. One or more. 

The Cuarrman. In the title. 

Mr. Bares. Yes, but not the base. 

Mr. Kettener. No. 

The Cuarrman. Not the base. 

Mr. Kevitener. Within some other place within title ILI. 

Mr. bates. That is a variation from our past procedure. 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir, it is not. 

Mr. Bares. Not so far as the language, but so far as the applica- 
tion is concerned. 

The CuHarmman. Now—— 

Mr. Bares. Let’s get that clarified, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Bares. Where does this deviate from past procedures / 

Mr. Keiiener. Not at all. 

Mr. Bares. I thought you could not transfer more than 5 percent 
from one base to another. 

Mr. Ketiener. They can’t. They can’t increase any base by more 
than 5 percent. But in doing that they could, as Mr. Kilday pointed 
out, fail to fund or fail to use the money against a particular installa- 
tion and use all of that authority against another single base if it had 
a large enough amount of money against it, authority against it. 

Mr. Bares. I thought they were limited presently to only 5 percent 
variation of projects at a particular base and the funds had to be de- 
rived from that base. Is that incorrect ¢ 

Mr. Kevtiener. May I put it this way. Perhaps it will explain it. 
You can go up only 5 percent. You can go down 100 percent. 

Mr. Bares. Of course you can always go down. But we are talk- 
ing about increases now. 

Mr. Ketiener. You can go up only 5 percent at a particular installa- 
tion. For example, the case cited by Mr. Hardy, $848,000. Against 
that, it can go up up some forty-two or forty-three thousand dollars 
only. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. But your total amount for the Air Force could not 
exceed $730 million. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. I understand that. 

Mr. Kevitener. That is correct. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Arends. 
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Mr. AreNnps. What is the attitude of the chairman of the committee 
on this proc edure ¢ 

The CHarrMan. I just wanted to develop it and let the committee 
know what the language was. We have been doing it, don’t you see, 
and I want to see if there is no objection to doing it. 

Mr. Arenps. I mean, this is nothing new. 

The Cuarrman. Nothing new. 

Mr. Keviener. No. 

The CuatrMan. This has been in every bill, ever since we have been 
writing it for the three services. 

Mr. Suerwan. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. I didn’t want the committee not to know about it 
and to discuss it if it wanted to. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kixpay. In the absence of a provision of this kind, if it should 
be that a project which has your No. 1 priority should exceed the au- 
thorization by any fraction of a percent, you would not be able to 
proceed with that project unless you went through the total legislative 
process ; is that correct ! 

Mr. Suerman. I am sorry, Mr. Kilday, 1 didn’t get the first part 
of that. 

Mr. Kitpay. If there is not some provision of this kind, whether 
it be 5 percent or whatever it might be, then if in carrying out the 
program you should come to a line item on which the cost exceeded 
the authorization by even a fraction of a percent, even though that be 
your No. 1 priority, you could not build until Congress had again 
acted ? 

Mr. Suerman. That is correct; yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, section 403 is approved. 

Mr. Doyie. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuairman. Everybody, I think, plainly understands it. 

Mr. Dorie. May I inquire, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The CuairMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dorie. Mr. Secretary, to what extent has this waiver been 
applied in practice? Any considerable extent 

Mr. Surerman. No; it hasn’t been used too much. But it must be 
available, though, so, as Mr. Kilday pointed out, in the cases where 
you need it you can use it. It is not a common practice. 

Mr. Mitzter. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Mier. This reflects good estimating. And that is what we 
opened the discussion with this morning, that we were getting on new 
and sounder—making better and sounder estimates and getting away 
from the old thing. Can that 5 percent be reduced to 3 percent ? 

Mr. Suerman. Well, actually the feeling on the part of the mili- 
tary departments is to increase it. 

The CuatrmMan. We have been going along on these. I just wanted 
the committee to know what was going on. I knew about how these 
things would happen. 

Mr. Miturr. During the period of emergency this flexibility was 
needed, but now that we are getting away from that, wouldn’t it tend 
more to make the people consider their estimates more closely ? 














The Cuarrman. I think, to sum it up, they do a pretty good job in 
considering the estimates. It is so uncertain. No man can tell what 
tomorrow brings forth. He can’t tell what it is going to cost. He just 
makes an estimate and does the best he can. W Thenever you take into 
consideration the cost of labor and the cost of material and the cost of 
transportation and everything having a tendency to go up—they 
have done a pretty good job. Let’s read section 404. 

Without objection, section 403 is approved. Section 404. 

Mr. Keviener. Section 404: 

Whenever (1) the President determines that compliance with section 2313 (b) 
of title 10, United States Code, for contracts made under this act for the estab- 
lishment or development of military installations and facilities in foreign coun- 
tries would interfere with the carrying out of this act; and (2) the Secretary 
of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed upon alternative methods 
for adequately auditing those contracts: the President may exempt those con- 
tracts from the requirements of that section. 

Mr. Miniter. What is it? 

The Cuarrman. Tell them what section 2313 of title 10 requires? 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir. That requires contracts for foreign con- 
struction to include a provision that the Comptroller General has the 
right to look at the foreign contractor’s books for a period of 3 years. 
Sometimes that appears to involve difficulties, which the departments 
wish to avoid by finding an alternative means of doing it. 

You will note the Secret: iry of Defense and the Comptroller Gen- 
eral have to agree on that, and the President also agrees. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I had something to do 
with the enactment of this little section of the code. 

I would like to know just what has been the experience? Have we 
had this section in effect for a considerable period of time ? 

Mr. Kevxiener. This is the third bill, 1 believe. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, what has been the experience in the use of this 
exemption or this waiver from that section? Has it been used 
frequently ? 

Mr. Suermpan. No, sir; I don’t believe it has been used at all. It 
is a precaution—— 

The CHatrman. I am glad the distinguished gentleman from Vir- 
ginia called attention to it that he had something to do with it, be- 
cause I had it marked in my bill “the Hardy law.” Without objec- 
tion. [ Laughter. | 

The CratrMan. Now section 405. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Section 405: 

Contracts made by the United States under this act shall be awarded, insofar 
as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if the 
national security will not be impaired and the award is consistent with chapter 
137 of title 10, United States Code and section 15 of the Act of August 9, 1955 
(69 Stat. 547, 551). 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, I asked Mr. Kel- 
leher to prepare an amendment to the effect that where negotiation 
did take place, some report would have to be made so we ¢ ould be in- 
formed as to the reason it fell in the class of negotiation. 

Now the fact discloses this, that 97 percent, I think, of all contracts, 
or 93 percent—— 

Mr. Ke.Lener. 93. 

Mr. SuHeripan. 93 
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The Caiman. 93 percent of all contracts let by the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks and the- 

Mr. Ketitener. Corps of Engineers. 

The Cramman. And the engineers in carrying out the public-works 
bill is by competitive bidding. But about 6 or 7 percent have been 
negotiated. 

Now I think if the other branch of the service made the same kind 
of a record it would be a very fine one indeed. On other material 
contracted for in the Navy and the Army and Air Force, it is an en- 
tirely different picture. All of that is by negotiation, except 3 or 4 
percent. 

But the engineers and the Bureau of Yards and Docks do all of 
their business by competitive bidding, and whenever we do have to 
have any negotiated contracts, let them explain to the committee the 
rerson why they had to in that particular instance go to a negotiated 
contract, and we will find out if they were warranted in gomg to a 
negotiated contract. 

Have you the language ? 

Mr. Ketiener. I have, sir. 

The Cramman. Read what you have. 

Mr. Keviener. On line 11, following 551 in parentheses, this 
language would be added. A new sentence: 





The Secretaries of the military departments shall report to the Armed Services 
Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives with respect to all 
contracts awarded on other than a competitive basis to the lowest responsible 
bidder, the reports to be furnished at such times and in such form as may be 
agreed upon between the Secretaries of the military departments and the Com- 
mittees on Armed Services. 

The Cuamman. I don’t like that last. I would put a date in there. 
We don’t want to have anything pending in the air. 

Mr. Kecitener. Quarterly ¢ 

The Cuamman. Every 3 months or every 6 months or something 
like that. Every 6 months. 

Mr. Ke_tener. Semiannually ? 

The CuairMan, Semiannually. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, while we are on this subject, I would 
like to be heard. 

The CHairman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kuay. During the hearings I brought up the question as to 
the percentage of nonconstruction contracts which were being awarded 
by negotiation. I believe it was developed or conceded here that 
while construction has been awarded about 93 percent by competitive 
bids, that as to the acquisition and procurement of other items, about 
93 are being acquired by negotiation or at least without strict competi- 
tive bids under the Uniform Procurement Act. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. I think it is high time that we change that situation. 

The Uniform Procurement Act was passed as the result of very 
long and detailed hearings by this committee in the 80th Congress. 
We laid down that competitive bidding was to be the policy of the 
Government—the military because this was a military bill—in all 
procurement, 

Now President Truman, I believe, in 1950 declared a national emer- 
gency and 1 of the exemptions—I think there are 16 exceptions to 
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competitive bidding in the Uniform Procurement Act. One of those 
16 is termed a per iod of national emergency declared by the President. 

That declaration is 6 or 7 years old and if we are ever going to get 
back to competitive bidding, it is time to do it now. 

I recall the chairman said he proposed to have an investigation 
about it at a later date. 

I feel that unless we put a provision in this bill, we are not going 
to accomplish what should be done. I am fe arful of having a pro- 
vision go to the White House simply on that one proposition alone. 
We have to put it in a general bill in order to get it done. 

I want to propose an amendment to this bill to require that all pro- 
curement—and this is a procurement bill, so it is germane to it—be in 
accordance with the Uniform Procurement Act, “whether it take the 
form 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kilday, that won’t accomplish this. Because 
they say under a national emergency. That is what we have to get 
away from, a national emergency. 

Mr. Kirpay. No. We can say in this bill a national emergency 
hereafter declared. That is what should be done. 

The Cuatrman. Then that would apply to all—then it would be 
competitive to all in this bill. 

Mr. Kitpay. No. 

The CuarrMan. But that doesn’t reach the point of Mr. Kilday’s 
first statement. 

Mr. Kirpay. No. This is not an appropriation bill. It does not 
have to be a limitation of funds. ‘This is a legislative bill. We can 
put in here that from and after January 1, 1958, all procurement shall 
be as the result of competitive bidding, in accordance with the Uni- 
form Procurement Act, except in a national emergency hereafter de- 
clared. 

The Cuarrman. Well—or declared by Congress. 

Mr. Kitpay. The same language that you have in the Uniform Pro- 
curement Act. 

The Cuatrman. Of course, the Hébert subcommittee has just fin- 
ished a hearing on this. The report will be submitted just as soon as 
they can have it approved by the committee. That is trying to tighten 
up the Procurement Act of the 80th Congress, eliminating national 
emergency declared by the President and substituting a national emer- 
gency declared by the Congress. 

I am hoping again to cet a bill by the committee. We passed a bill 
dealing with that in the House, but it did not pass in the Senate. I 
am hoping sometime 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, the only way you are ever going to 
get it done is to put it in a general bill such as this. Because if you 
don’t do it that w ay, there are too many places where it is going to be 
stopped. 

I am very much concerned about this matter because of the re- 
curring instances which makes it very evident that the Government 
is losing tremendous amounts of money 

The CHatrman. On negotiations. 

Mr. Kitpay. By negotiation, and instances of apparent irregulari- 
ties in negotiations. 

I am concerned about what is going to happen to the military serv- 
ices if this is continued. I am very much concerned about what is 
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going to happen to the records of the regular members of the serv- 
ice who are engaged in procurement and are required to go through 
negotiation under existing circumstances. 

I think they are all in very serious danger of something happening 
any minute that is going to seriously reflect upon them and affect their 
military careers for all time in the future. 

If we are going to have a policy of the Government that procure- 
ment shall be by competitive bidding, it certainly ought not to be 
suspended over a period of 6, 7, 8, or 10 years, because of a national 
emergency declared when Korea began. 

Mr. Arenps. Will the gentleman | vield? 

Mr. Kirpay. I yield. 

Mr. Arenps. Are we still proceeding under the national emergency 
clause? 

The CrrarrmMan. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Kizpay. On 93 percent. 

Mr. Gavin. Would the gentleman yield ? 

The Ciramman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Gavry. As one member of the Hébert subcommittee who “ as 
been sitting in on the hearings for many months, I just want to sa 
to the gentleman from Texas that I heartily coneur in what you h: ave 
stated here today, and such an amendment should be incorporated in 
this bill. 

Mr. Mizuer. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Hébert committee, 
I want to subscribe to what Mr. Gavin said, and to lend my voice 
in full support of what Mr. Kilday said. We heard things that 
were rather startling in the full committee. 

The Cuamman. Well, I read the report which is ready to be sub- 
mitted to the full committee. Of course, 2 years ago, or last year, we 
had the entire subject matter and we passed a bill, but it did not get 
through the Senate. Now they are using the national emergency to 
make all their contracts. 

Mr. Gavin. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Now the gentleman wants to be heard? 

Mr. Nasu. Mr. Chairman, we are not using the national emergency 
provisions for the majority of our negotiated contracts today. 

The Cuairman. Well— 

Mr. Nasu. And that, sir, is borne out 

The CiamrMan, The reeurd shows that you are using the national 
emergency, I would say, in 95 or 93 percent of the contracts made, 
because—what is the tesi imony? You have it there? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuairman. Wait one minute. Let the witness answer. 

Mr. Nasu. Mr. Chairman, we have been furnishing you with a 
report of our extent of using the national-emergency provisions for 
over a year, to this committee, in response to its request of last May. 
As you recall, in connection with H. R. 8710, it was proposed to limit 
2 (c) (1), and we said we would do it administratively, which we 
did. We are not using 2 (c) (1) except for 5 exceptions—small- 
business programs, labor-distressed areas, disaster areas, research and 
development contracts under $100,000, and small purchases up to 
$2500. 

The Cuarrman,. Then you have no objection to an amendment along 
this line, then ? 
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Mr. Nasu. At the present time, sir, we are not using 2 (c) (1)— 
The CHAIRMAN. Then, it won’t hurt anything. 

Mr. Nasu. Such an amendment would not hurt us. However—— 
The CHatrman. It won’t hurt anything to shut the door, will 
Mr. Nasu. As we testified a year ago, we recommended that you 
permit the national-emergency provision to remain on the books for 
future use if needed. 

The CHatrman. Well, as you are not using it now, then, it won’t 
hurt anything to be absolutely sure that you can’t use it. | 

Mr. Kirpay. Well, the point is, Mr. Chairman, that, so long as they 
are in a position to use the national emergency—— 

The Cuatrman. Certainly. 

Mr. Kitpay. They only have to use so much of the competitive 
bidding as in that particular case they desire to use. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, Mr. Chairman, I would like to make this observa- 
tion. I have been sitting in on those hearings very consistently, and 
what has been said here is substantially correct. The national emer- 
gency declared by Mr. Truman has cast that whole statute out, and 
they ‘have reinstated it in substantial part. by administrative action. 
And you can change that administrative action any time you please, 
and if we don’t change it by statute then we are bigger fools than I 
think we are. 

The Cuatrman. Any amendment to be offered on this section now ? 

Mr. Kitpay. Are you ready ? 

Mr. Kevtiener. I do not have one that covers all procurement; I am 
sorry, Mr. Kilday. 

The Cuairman. We will pass this over for the time being. We will 
offer an amendment, because the objective is sound. 

We must get back to competitive bidding as a fundamental way of 
yurchasing for the Government. And we have described in minute 
detail where negotiation can take place. They must certify the reasons 
why they go to ‘the negotiation. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman, the Uniform Procurement Act was as 
carefully considered a piece of legislation as this committee ever 
reported. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kinpay. It contains every possible emergency or other 
situation—— 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Mr. Kinpay. Technical equipment, and what not. 

The Cuairman. That is 1 ioht. We will pass that section—405. 

Mr. Ketiener. 405, 

The Cuairman. We will pass it over for the time being. All right, 
let’s get an amendment for the committee to consider. I suggest we 
consult with Mr. Courtney in the preparation of the amendment. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest you might give con- 
sideration to taking a day or part of a day to hear from the Hébert 
committee; if they have their report ready, why shouldn’t it be based 
upon Ww hi atever they have come up Ww ith. 

The Cnainman. We will use the report, asa basis for it. 
Mr. Kinpay. All right. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Read section 406. 
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Mr. KEeELLEHER. Section 406 (a) : 





The Secretary of a military department may acquire any interest in land 
tha 
; (1) He or his designee determines is needed in the interest of national 
defense ; and 
2) Does not cost more than $25,000 (exclusive of administrative costs 
and the amounts of any deficiency judgments ). 

This section does not authorize the acquisition, as part of the same project, 
or 2 or more contiguous parcels of land that together cost more than $25,000. 

The CuarrmMan. The law last year was $5,000. 

Mr. Ketitener. Correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the departments raised it now to $25,000, 

Mr. Ke_iener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, one question in connection with that. 
I think the $25,000 limitation is probably sound. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. But I am a little bit disturbed about the use of the 
word “contiguous.” Now, there are situations under which there have 
been breakdowns of two pieces of land at the same installation. I am 
not at all sure that we shouldn't change that, the contiguous language, 
to tie it to a military installation, rather than to require that they 
be contiguous. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. If you just took the word “contiguous,” out, you 
would not need 

Mr. Harpy. I am not sure how it should be worded, but I just 
wanted to get the idea across. 

The CuarrmMan. It is the same as last year, except the amount is 
raised from $5,000 to $25,000. 

Mr. Sueripan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You see when you raise the amount, Mr. Chairman, 
the question of continuity becomes more important. 

The CuairmMan. Well, any amendments to be offered ? 

Mr. Ifarpy. I would like to ask Mr. Kelleher here to give a little 
thought to that, Mr. Chairman. I don’t want to particularly take 
the time now. 

Mr. Mitier. Will the gentlman yield ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. 

Mr. Mitier. I suggest that Mr. Kelleher be instructed to put some 
very strong language on that in the report. 

The Cuamman. That is the way to handle it, or we will get an 
amendment to be offered on the floor of the House. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, let’s not do that. 

Mr. Barres. You are going to have a new bill, anyway. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir; we will have a new bill. 

Mr. Bares. Put it in the bill. 

Mr. Harpy. That is why I suggested that Mr. Kelleher give a little 
thought to it. 

I don’t want to suggest that anything unreasonable be put in here. 

The CuatrrmMan— 


Section 406 * * * is hereby repealed. 


Tell the committee what the act of August 3, 1956, does. 
Mr. Ketiener. That is the $5,000 limitation of last year. 
The Cuairnman. Oh, yes; that is right. 
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Now section 407. 
Mr. Keviener. Section 407: 


As of July 1, 1958, all authorizations for military public works to be accom- 
plished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with the estab- 
lishment or development of military installations and facilities, and all author- 
izations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in acts approved before 
August 8, 1953, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later authoriza- 
tion are repealed, except 





The Cuatrman. Now, that is 5 years ? 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

The CuairmMan. Well, let’s make it 4 years. 

Mr. Keiiener. If you want to make it 4 years, Mr. Chairman. 

On page 71, line 4, strike out “August 8, 1953,” and insert “July 
28, 1954.” 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Then we all understand. Isthe general here? Is the general gone? 

Mr. Miturr. “19” what ? 

Mr. Kevtiener. “1954.” 

The Cuamman. Is General Rentz here ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Will it work a hardship if we make this 4 years 
instead of 5 years? Now, we have to get down—we have to keep our 
authorization and money a little bit closer together. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. It won’t hurt anything ? 

General Rentz. As far as the Air Force is concerned, will not 
affect their operations. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Bares. I thought you wanted 3 years there, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Well, I discussed it with all of them and they 
thought that would pinch them too tight. It would cripple them in 
certain functions. 

Mr. Bares. I didn’t gain that impression in the hearings. 

The CuAmman. What did you say? 

Mr. Bares. I say I didn’t gain that impression in the hearings, that 
3 years would restrict them too much. 

The Cuarrman. That is what they told us in private, anyway. 

Mr. Bares. Oh, yes. [Laughter. | 

The Cuamman. A great many things we don’t put into the hearings. 

Mr. Bares. Probably next year we can get it down to 3 years. 

The Cuatrman. Thi: at would be a good time, next year, so you won't 
run out of something to do. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Kerxeuer. If it is changed to 4 years, there will be an addi- 
tional amendment to this section, Mr. Chairman. On page 72, fol- 
lowing line 9, a seventh exception would be added. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. It would be No. 7. 

The authorization for public works and for the appropriation of funds that 
are contained in the act of April 1, 1954, 68 Stat. 47, as amended 
and that is the Air Force Academy. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 
Now, we understand that all authorizations that have been made, if 
not funded within 4 years, are automatically repealed. 

Mr. Sueripan. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. That is the sum and substance of it. 

Go ahead now, and read number (1). 

Mr. Kevtener. Number (1): 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations therefor that are 
set forth in those acts in the titles that contain the general provisions ;”. 
That is the same kind of language we are reading now, including the 
totals of the various titles. 

» 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. What did you say about the Naval 
Academy ¢ 

The Cuatrrman. The Air—— 

Mr. Ketiener. The Air Force Academy. 

The Cuarrman, The Naval Academy is not involved. 

Mr. Ketiener. We would except the Air Force Academy. That 
would be an additional exception. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Keiiener. No.2: 





(2) The authorization for public-works projects as to which appropriated 
funds have been obligated for construction contracts in whole or in part before 
July 1, 1958, and authorizations for appropriations therefor ; 

In other words, if they do get started on their work prior to that date, 
then it would be an exception and would not be repealed. 

(3) — 

The Cuatrman. These are the exceptions. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

(3) The authorization for the rental guaranty for family housing in the 
amount of $100 million that is contained in section 302 of Publie Law 534, 82d 
Congress 
that is the so-called French Wherry or guaranteed rental. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kettener. No money was appropriated against that au- 
thorization. 

(4) The authorizations for public works and the appropriation of funds that 
are contained in sections 2231-2238 of title 10, United States Code, as amended 
and with the code citation—that is the Reserve Facilities Act or the 
Armory Act, as it is sometimes called. 

The Cuamman. That isright, the armory law. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes,sir. No.5: 

The authorization for the development of the line of communications, France, 
in the amount of $60 million that is contained in the title I, section 102, of Public 
Law 534, 82d Congress ; and— 
that the LOC France as it appears. 

No.6: 

Notwithstanding the provisions of section 410 of the act of August 3, 1956 (70 
Stat 991, 1016), the authorization for (a) development of classified facilities in 
the amount of $6,489,000 that is contained in title I, section 102, of the act of 
September 28, 1951 (65 Stat. 336, 348), and (b) development of classified facili- 
ties in the amount of $6,654,000 that is contained in title I, section 102 of the 
act of July 14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, G09). 

Those facilities are classified. 

The CnatrrMan. Without object ion, that section Is approved. Now, 

read Mr. Hardy’s amendment. 
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Mr. Kevttener. Amendment to H. R. 7130. On page 72, immed 
ately after line 9, insert the following: Section 408, 


Prior to the termination of or reduction in the operations of any commercial! 
or industrial type activity conducted on the date of enactment of this act within 
any of the 48 States or the District of Columbia, other than a nonappropriated 
fund activity, where such termination or reduction is for the purpose of having 
the supplies or services furnished by such activity, furnished by other than 
civilian employees of the United States, and where such activity has been con- 
ducted for 5 or more years, and requires the services of 10 or more civilian 
employees, the Secretary of Defense shall file with the President of the Senate 
and Speaker of the House of Representatives a report setting forth the details 
of the proposed termination or reduction. Such proposed termination or re 
duction shall not take effect until the expiration of 60 days of continuous ses 
sion of the Congress following the filing of such report, and shall not then take 
effect if during such 60 days either House of the Congress has adopted a reso 
lution which in effect disapproves the proposed termination or reduction de- 
seribed in such report. 

For the purposes of this section, continuity of session shall be considered as 
broken only by adjournment sine die, but in the computation of the 60-day 
period there shall be excluded the days in which either House is not in session 
because of adjournment of more than 3 days to a day certain. 

And renumber the following sections accordingly. 

Mr. Harpy. Now 

The CHarmman. We all understand it, and I don’t think there is 
any objection to it from anybody. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

You want to make any statement, Mr. Hardy ? 

Mr. Harpy. That is all right, Mr. Chairman. [Laughter. | 

The Cuairnman. Now, have we an amendment that goes right 
there—haven’t we an amendment there, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Kettener. Not at this point, no, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. Now, read section 408. 

Mr. Ketiever. Section 408. Section 515 

The Cuatmman. All these sections have to be renumbered. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ketiener. Section 515. 

During the fiscal years 1957, 1958, and 1959, the Secretaries of the Army 
Navy and Air Force, respective ly, are authorized to lease housing facilities at 
or near military tactical installations for assignment as public quarters to mili 
tary personnel and their dependents, if any, without rental charge upon a de 
termination by the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, that there is a lack of 
adequate housing facilities at or near such military tactical installations. Such 
housing facilities shall be leased on a family or individual unit basis, and not 
more than five thousand of such units may be so leased at any one time. Ex 
penditures for the rental of such housing facilities may be made out of ap- 
propriations available for maintenance and operation but may not exceed S150 
a month for any such unit. 

The CHamrman. Now, we authorized that same principal last year, 
but we had a limitation of 3,000 and we raised it now to 5,000. And 
that takes care of Nike sites and—— 

Mr. Ketiener. And radar sites. 

The CHarrman. Instead of building, we rent from the community. 

Without objection, we agree to that. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. The armed services rent the buildings and ther 
use them as public quarters; is that correct ? 

Mr. Kevtiener. That is correct. 

The CHairman. All right. Now. read section 409. 
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Mr. Ke.uener. 409: 





(a) Family quarters to be so constructed under the authority of titles I, 
II, and III of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), shall be subject to the 
net floor area limitations respectively prescribed in sections 4774, 7574, and 
9774 of title 10, United States Code. 

The Cuatrman. ‘Tell the committee what tliat does. 

Mr. Ketitener. The law referred to, the act of September 1, 1954, 
is Public Law 765, which was the first act passed by this committee 
exclusively for family houses. It authorized as I recall 11,600 units. 
The limitations in that law were that not that more than 250 units 
could be 2,100 square feet, which is normally a general or flag officer’s 
quarters area. 

The Cuarrman. A minimum of 1,080. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir, and the law also required that of the rest 
of them, minus the 250, none could be more than 1,250 and all of them 
would have to average 1,080. 

The Carman. We all understand that. And section 404 is the 
repealer / 

Mr. Kevtener. That is the limitation, itself. 

The CHarrman. All right. Now, members of the committee, we 
will have to take a recess— 

Mr. Bray. You are amending that? 

Mr. Kettener. Amending that so that the limitations that are in 
prior general legislation, one law for the Army and one for the 
Navy- =will apply to the housing in that act, too. 

Mr. Bray. All right. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, we will have to 
have a meeting again tomorrow, because we have some other very 
important amendments here. In the meantime, Mr. Kelleher, will 
you and Mr. Courtney and Mr. Kilday and all of us get together and 
let’s fix up an amendment. 

Mr. Kevuruer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. In reference to doing away with national emer- 
vency except declared by Congress. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. So we will try to put all bidding strictly on the 
competitive-bidding basis, except in the 16 exceptions which are set 
out in the law we passed in the 80th Congress. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right. 

The CuairMan. We will take a recess, members of the committee, 
intil tomorrow morning. 

We have some very important amendments here for tomorrow morn- 
ing. And all the departments come back. I suggest, Mr. Kelleher, 
that you invite the Navy and the Army here tomorrow, to go over 
their phase of the bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. shall. 

The Cuarman. Now, General, you come back. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know—you better bring your staff. There 
may something come up. ‘Take a recess until 10 o'clock. 

(At 11:50 a. m., a recess was taken, to reconvene at 10 a. m., the 
following day, Tuesday, June 18, 1957.) 
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House Or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ARMED SERVICES COMMITTER, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, June 18, 1957 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of the 
committee, presiding. 

The CHatrmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

When the committee recessed yesterday, considering H. R. 7130, we 
were on section 407 of the pr inted bill. 

We had agreed to have what is known as a 4-year limitation on au- 
thorizations, by striking out on page 71, August 8, 1953, and substitut- 
ing in lieu thereof July 28, 1954. 

Now, Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6— 

Mr. Rivers. What page ? 

The CHarrMan. Page 7i—are exceptions that are not applicable 
to the limitation of the - 4 years. 

Now, we have 1 or 2 more to offer for consideration of the com- 
mittee as exceptions that the 4 years does not operate against. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. On page 72, following line 9, exception 
No. 7 would be inserted. It would read: 

The authorizations for public works and for the appropriations of funds that 
are contained in the Act of April 1, 1954, 68 Stat. 47, as amended 
—and that is the Air Force Academy Act. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. Now—— 

Mr. Ketitener. May I point out, Mr. Chairman, that section 406, 
on page 70, starting on line 12, has not been dealt with yet. That is 
the $25,000 land. 

The CuHarrman. We agreed it was $5,000 previously and now we 
will raise it to $25,000. That is section 406 that we agreed to yester- 
day. 

Mr. Bray. Did we agree to that—$25,000 ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Perhaps we did, Mr. Chairman. I didn’t recog- 
nize it was a formal matter. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We will go back to that. But let’s 
finish section 407. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right. 

The CHarrman. Is there any other amendment to the section of 
exceptions ¢ 

Mr. Keriener. Just those 2 amendments, with the 1 added 
exception. 

The CuHatrman. That takes care of the law with reference to the 
Air Academy. 

Mr. Ketienver. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now we must offer another amendment with refer- 
ence to the Air Academy. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, without objection, section 407 
is agreed to. 

Now we will revert back to section 406. 

Now, the purpose of this section is to permit $5,000 which was 
previous law, to be raised to $25,000. Is there any comments from 
any members of the committee ? 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CuairrmMan. You might explain, Mr. Kelleher, that section. 
Mr. Rivers. Let me hear some explanation. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. The existing law, which was passed last 
year, permits the military departments ‘to acquire property without 
a specific line item, so long as it isn’t estimated to cost in excess of 
$5,000. This would change that $5,000 to $25,000. It would repeal 
the $5,000 provision. 

And one other matter perhaps of some interest to the committee: 
Last year the land needed to be “urgently” required in order that 
this authority be exercised. The word “urgently” is missing this 
year. 

Mr. Rivers. And the price is up from $5,000 to $25,000 ¢ 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiipay. What justification is presented for the increase ¢ 

Mr. Kettener. Well, there have been occasions when a radar site, 
for example, had cost $6,000 or $7,000. It was needed and it was 
necessary to wait until the next year, or, of course, lease the property 
and put permanent construct ion on it. 

In this particular bill, 28 land acquisitions would have been elim- 
inated had this been the law, representing 6.8 percent of the acreage 
and 1.6 percent of the cost. 

Mr. Kitpay. I was just thinking of the possibility of committing 
Congress to something that might “be very expensive. suppose that 
you would acquire unimproved property in the city for $25,000. Then 
we are into it to that extent. 

Is there a possibility, then, of going ahead with a very expensive 
project? It would be a pretty v: aluable piece of land for a radar site, 
the $25,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. The ones with which I am familiar— 

Mr. Kettner. Actually, that is so. The two examples that I 
know of—one was $8,000, and I think the other was $7,000. 

The Cuarrman. Well, did the departments suffer on account of the 
fact that they had to postpone acquisition for a year? 

Mr. Kettener. In those two instances they did, Mr. Chairman. 
But they are the only two that are cited. 

The CrarrMan. Only two instances. 

Well, I think we might be on sound ground to stand where we 
stood last year. 

Mr. Bray. Good. 

Mr. Rivers. If you have to raise it, let’s raise it—— 

The CHatrmMan. Put it back to $5,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Leave the word “urgent” in there, too. 

Mr. Ketiener. That, of course, would be the effect, Mr. Bray, if 
we go back to the other law. 

Mr. Rivers. If we have to raise it, let’s raise it to $10,000, but don’t 
jump to $25,000. 

Mr. Bray. Let it stay where it is. Nobody has been hurt. 

The Cuairmayn. All right, without objection, the amendment is 
$5,000. Strike out “$2! 5.000” and put “$5,000.” 

Now, members of the committee, that brings us down to section 
408: 
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Section 515, as amended, is amended to read as follows. 

Now, read that section, on page 72 of the bill. 

Mr. KeLLeHer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. That raises it, too. 

Mr. Ketiener. That was approved yesterday. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. That isthe houses from 3,000 to 5,000. 

Mr. Kettener. That is right. 

The Cuarrmman. Without objection, that section is approved. 

Now, that comes to section 409, family quarters. Read it. 

Mr. Ketitener. Yes, sir. (Reads:) 

Sec. 409. (a) Family quarters to be constructed under the authority of titles 
I, II, and III of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), shall be subject 
to the net floor area limitations respectively prescribed in sections 4774, 7574, 
and 9774 of title 10, United States Code. 

The Act of September 1, 1954, Mr. Chairman, is the first law passed 
by this Congress for about 11,600 houses and it had limitations that 
not more than 250 of them could be 2,100 square feet. All the rest of 
them had to average 1,080, and a certain number could be up as high 
as 1,250 square feet. 

The Carman. Now, by this amendment what has been accom- 
plished ? 

Mr. Ketiener. It will put the same limitations on the housing au- 
thorized by that law, that are in previous existing law. That is, for 
enlisted men 1,080 square feet; for warrant officers and commissioned 
officers, and below the rank of captain, 1.250; the majors and lieutenant 
colonels, 1,400; for colonels, 1,670: and for general officers, 2,100— 
2,100 square feet. 

I have read the Army portion of the law. It is the same for the 
Navy. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Of comparable ranks. 

The CHarrman. Everyone understands that section? Without ob- 
jection, we approve that section. 

Now take section 410. 

Mr. Ketiener. And (b) would merely reflect the other conflicting 
portion. 

The Cuatrman. Thatisright. Read section 410. 

Mr. Ketiener (reading) : 

Section 410, title 10, United States Code, is amended as follows : 

(f) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from appro- 
priated funds for enlisted members of the Army may be four-bedroom quarters 
having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less. 

The Crarmman. Any objection to that section ? 

(No response. ) 

The Crarrman. If not, we will approve that. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me ask a question. How can we 
get four bedrooms on 1,250 square feet ¢ 

Mr. Kevtener. The Department feels it can. 

Mr. Rivers. I am just telling you—I think we ought to have some 
testimony on that. You don’t get much on 1,250 feet. Anybody 
who knows anything about building a house—why, you would have 
to back up in the room and put your shirt on with your hands sticking 
out of the window. [Laughter.] 

The Cramman. Now—— 
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Mr. Rivers. Wait, Mr. Chairman, I am serious about that. That 
is an awful little bit of space. If you don’t believe it, you go and 
see one of these houses. It is ridiculous. Let’s have somebody tell 
us something about that. 

Now, General Rentz, you know that. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. I have Mr. Jacobs here from our housing 
who has gone into this, Mr. Rivers. I would like him to—— 

Mr. Rivers. We have had the same thing to haunt us in these 
Wherry houses. 

The Cuarrman. Come around, Mr. Witness. Sit right down there. 

Now tell us how large the bedrooms should be provided for. 

Mr. Jacons. I am Mr. Jacobs of the F amily Housing Division. 

The CHarrman. We don’t want them large enough for them to 
get lost in, but at the same time we want them large enough for a 
man to sleep in comfortably. 

Mr. Jacons. Mr. Chairman, at the present time we are designing 
four bedrooms for airmen with 1,080 to meet existing statutory limits. 

The Cuarrman. How much does that make for one room? 

Mr. Ketiener. How large is the smallest bedroom ? 

Mr. Jacons. The smallest bedroom is approximately 10 by 9. 

The CratrmMan. 10 by 9. And what would be the largest ? 

Mr. Jacors. The largest would would be approximately 12 by 14. 

The Cuamman. Well, that isa pretty good sized room : 

Mr. Jacons. I would like to say- 

The Cuarrman. That is about what you would find in the average 
commercial house. 

Mr. Jacons. I would like to say this, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. That is not as big as a rug. 

Mr. Jacons. Sir? 

Mr. Rivers. That is not big as a rug. All rooms you can put a 
9 by 12 rug in. Why, that is not any bigger than some ¢ Saaate I have 
in my house. 

Mr. Jacons. That is correct, sir. The exact sizes of an individual 
project depends upon—as well as the size limitations—the cost. limi- 
tations. In certain cases we have not been able to design even to 
these statutory limits because of the increased costs of construction. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Jacons. And it is up to the design made by the architect engi- 
neers in these various projects—— 

The Cuairman. Do you think this 1,250 square feet is satisfactory 
for proper health and comfort for a four-bedroom 

Mr. Jacons. Mr. Chairman, I think it is satisfactory, as far as the 
four-bedroom units for enlisted personnel go. 

It will provide for the addition of an additional half a bath onto 
the housing which we have not been able to provide in the existing 
1,080 square feet, of that size. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I move that that figure of 1,250 be 
raised to 1,300 anyway. 

Mr. Kinpay. In that connection, do you have 8 bedrooms in some 
of your 1,080 houses ¢ 

Mr. Jacons. Yes, sir; we do. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well, now, for 1 more bedroom—you see, this would 
give you a 12 by 14, or a little better. 
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Mr. Jacoss. What happens, Mr. Kilday, is that in order to design 
a four-bedroom house with the same square footage, we necessarily 
have to take some square footage out of that third and second bedroom 
in order to get that fourth bedroom. 

Mr. Rivers. You can’t even put—in that small bedroom you are 
talking about, you know yourself, when you put a single bed in it, 
you don’t even have hardly room for a bureau or a dresser. 

Mr. Kitpay. What I am getting at is this: This is 170 feet more 
than your 1,080 square feet. If we are going to make this larger, 
wouldn’t that involve necessarily increasing the 1,080? I think the 
1,080 is too small. 

Mr. Jacors. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. But you have had so long—wouldn’t we be in the 
situation that if we make this more than 1,250, we have to do some- 
thing about the 1,080? 

Mr. Rivers. No. 

Mr. Jacons. Yes, sir. We in the Air Force have made a study and 
had recommended to the Department of Defense that all the sizes 
of all the housing be increased to accommodate that additional half 
a bath up to certain grades of personnel. In the case of full colonels 
and general officers, a full additional bath. 

The Cratrman. May I ask the witness this: If you add 50 more 
square feet and make it 1,300, how much will that increase the cost ? 

Mr. Jacoss. Fifty square feet would cost an additional, about $700, 
sir. 

The Cratrmman. Then that would make the total cost how much ? 

Mr. Jacons. The present limitation on dollars is $12,000 average. 

The Cuarman. All right. Then that — make $13,000? 

Mr. Jacoss. That is approximately correct, 

The Cyarmman. About $13,000. What is the oualstnedl that occu- 
pies that $13,000 house ¢ 

Mr. Jacozs. Those would be airmen of the top 3 grades and the 
fourth grade with more than 7 years of service who would require, 
by reason of their size of the family, a 4-bedroom house. 

The Cuamman. It will not be officers, will it ? 

Mr. Jacons. No, sir. The officers— 

The Cuarrman. No. They would not be officers? 

Mr. Jacors. No, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. What is their average income? 

Mr. Jacors. I don’t know their average income, sir. It would 
be-— 

The CHatrmMan. Well, it is around about—— 

Mr. Rivers. Of sergeant grade. 

The CHatrman. $4,000? 

Mr. Ketiener. The gross, a little bit more, probably. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, a man with an income of about 
$4,000, if he has a $13,000 house, has a pretty good piece of property. 

You know we all get our eyes and notions mighty high, but after a 
while you have to pay for all these things, don’t you see. Of course, 
everybody knows the services have to have adequate quarters and nice 
quarters and to help the morale and the health and the comfort. We 
don’t want little box stalls for them to live in. 

You recommend 1,250. We followed your recommendation. You | 
people know about this far better than we do. Because I like a room 
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about 20 by 20 so I can get lost in it and can’t get hemmed in. But 
you are not able to have it 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask him 

The Cuarrman. The committee wouldn’t be warranted in chang- 
ing these figures unless they have positive evidence here that the 
health and comfort of the personnel is being jeopardized by a room 
which will turn—the number of rooms turn out 1,250 square feet. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask him a question on that small room. What 
would be the minimum you would prefer to have on that small room ? 
Twelve by twelve? 

Mr. Jacoss. That is hard to say, sir. That would be an optimum. 
We could get along possibly with a foot less than that on one side. 

The CHarrMan. ‘Any amendments to be offered ¢ 

Mr. Wrvsreap. Mr. Chairman, may I ask him one question here? 

As I understand, your smaller room is 10 by 9? 

Mr. Jacoss. In some houses; yes. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. In some of them 12 by 14. What is the size of all 
four of the rooms? 

Mr. Jacoss. The total 4-room house at the present time is 1,080. 

Mr. Wrinsreap. I understand. 

Mr. .Jacoss. And this proposal—— 

Mr. Winsteap. I understand. But your small room is 10 by 9. 
Your larger bedroom is 12 by 14. How many—— 

Mr. Jacoss. Those are only approximate, sir. I don’t recall the size. 

Mr. Winsreap. How many do you have approximately 12 by 14 and 
how many do you have approximately 10 by 9 in bedrooms? 

Mr. Jacozs. Oh, there would be 1 bedroom of the larger size and 
1 bedroom of the smaller size. 

Mr. Winsreav. Then what is approximately the size of the other 
two? 

Mr. Jacons. They would fall in between. 

Mr. Wrinsreap. In between. About 10 by 12? 

Mr. Jacoss. The primary reason we would like to see the 1,250 
square feet for this percentage of airmen is the fact that with certain 
of the families they require 4 bedrooms, and very possibly children 
of teen-age and can’t be bunked together, so that the house itself re- 
quires for 4 bedrooms more than 1 ‘bath, and in putting in that extre 
bath you necessarily have to revise the layout of the house to pick up 
a little bit of additional hall space, closet space and corridors. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, 1,250 square feet is approved. 

Now take the next one. 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman, are these duplex houses or are they 
individual units ? 

Mr. JAcoss. That would depend upon the design, sir. Some are 
duplex and some are individual units, depending on the availability 
and cost of land. 

The CHarman. Now read (b). 

Mr. Ketiener (reading) : 








me 


Section 7574 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the end 
thereof : 

“(d) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for enlisted members of the Navy may be four-bedroom 
quarters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 


The Cuamman. Without objection, it is approved. 
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It is approved in the three Departments the same thing. 

Mr. Keviener. All right, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, (f) is approved because that applies to the 
Air Force, on page 74. 

Now section 411. 

Mr. Keviener (reading) : 

Sec. 411. Section 419 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1015), is 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Act or of any othe: 
provision of law except a provision of law hereafter enacted expressly in limita- 
tion hereof, no contract shall be entered into by the United States for the con 
struction or acquisition of family housing units under title IV of the Housing 
Amendments of 1955, as amended, by or for the use of military or civilian 
personnel of any of the military services unless 

“(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted to the Armed Services Com- 
mittees of the Senate and of the House of Representatives a written report 
stating the intent to construct or acquire such units, certifying that the 
number of units to be constructed or acquired is consistent with the long- 
range troop strength to be stationed at the location of such units, and showing 
the location, number, and estimated cost of such housing units, and the 
existing housing at such location; and 

(2) a fifteen-day period has elapsed since the submission of such report.’ 

The Cuarrman. Members of the committee, under the law today it 
is 180 days. 

Mr. Keiiener. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman, And we propose now it must be acted upon by the 
committee within 15 days. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. It is quite different from that provision, 

Mr. Cuarrman. It is 180 days, unless the committees tell them pre- 
viously to go ahead. This is an absolute period of time here, 15 days. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Then it is incumbent upon the com- 
mittee, if we disapprove it, to pass a resolution or have a resolution 
submitted within 15 days. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. And it could not be approved in less that 
15 days. 

The Cuarrman. Instead of the 180 days. 

Mr. Price. How about when Congress is not in session ? 

Mr. Kev_itener. If Congress is not in session—— 

The Cuarrman. Now, I don’t think we should go along. I think we 
should stand by the present law. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I asked a question. We ought to get the 
answer in the record. 

The Cuarrman. I think all of this section 419 should be stricken 
from the bill. Without objection, strike 419. 

Mr. Kiipay. How many days does that leave? 

The CHatrmMan. 180. 

Mr. Ketiener. 180. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Let the law stand just like it is 
today. 

Mr. Keiiener. Actually, the period of time has been very much 
shorter than that, because we have taken care of the departments more 
quickly. 

The Cuairman. Before we take the last section, let’s go back. We 
have a section with reference to contracts over here where we have 
some amendments. Now get back. These are important amendments, 
members. 
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Mr. Rivers. What page? 

The Cuatrman. We are going back now. We passed over one. 
Where is the amendment in reference to making contracts to do away 
with the emergency declared by the President? What section does 
that come in? 

Mr. Keiiever. That would be a new section added somewhere at 
the end, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatmrman. All right. 

Mr. Kitpay. | offer such an amendment. 

The CuHamman. Well 

Mr. Kinpay. I am not concerned about when. If you want to go 
ahead. 

The Cuarrman. Where will that be put? 

Mr. Ketiever. That could appropriately be put at the end, Mr. 
(Chairman. 

The CHarmman. Put it in. Now let’s read section 412. 

Mr. Kev.ener (reading) : 

Sec. 412. The second paragraph of section 407 of the act of September 1, 1954 

6S Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“The Department of Defense shall pay the Commodity Credit Corporation from 
appropriations otherwise available for the payment of quarters allowances for 
military personnel and from appropriate allotments or rental charges for civilian 
personnel, amounts equal to the quarters allowances or allotments payable to or 
the rental charges collected from personnel occupying any housing constructed 
or acquired under authority of this section after deducting amounts chargeable 
for the maintenance and operation of such housing: Provided, That such pay- 
ments shall not exceed the dollar equivalent of the value of the foreign curren 
cies used for all such construction or acquisition. 





The CuarrMan. Now, that simply means that whenever we have 
Commodity Credit Corporation articles—cotton, wheat, and corn, and 
so forth—why, the Department of Defense must reimburse to the 
Commodity Credit Corporation the amount in dollars. 

Mr. Kevitener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That they used in building some facilities. 

Mr. Ketieuer. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. This is slightly 
different—— 

The CuHarrman. What? 

Mr. Ketiener. This is slightly different from the previous law. 
Phat authority already exists. This adds civilian personnel. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. You see, the way the thing is done. 
For instance—off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cnairman. Without objection, that is approved. Now we go 
back. Open it now for committee amendment. Now, Mr. Kilday 
has a committee amendment. That was discussed yesterday. 

Mr. Rivers. What page? 

Mr. Kinrpay. Any place. 

The Cuarrman. This will be section 413. 

Mr. Ke.ttener. 413, except renumbered because of previous strikes. 

The CuarrMan. Yes; we will renumber it. But this is 413. 

Mr. Rivers. Page 77? 

Mr. Price. Page 77. 

The CHairman. This is a very important amendment. Now. 
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Mr. Ke.iener (reading) : 

Sec. 413. The authority granted by section 2304 (a) (1), title 10, United States 
Code, shall not be exercised during the national emergency declared by the Presi- 
dent on December 16, 1950, except with respect to: 

1. Purchases or contracts, the aggregate amount of which does not involve 
mem than $2,500. 

Purchases or contracts for nonperishable subsistence supplies. 

z Purchases or contracts for property or services for experimental, develop- 
mental, or research work or making or furnishing property for experiment, test, 
development, or research, not exceeding $100,000. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Kilday, briefly state what the purpose 
of the amendment is. 

Mr. Kirpay. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment. is to 
bring military procurement back within the provisions of the Armed 
Services Uniform Procurement Act. 

The Cuarrman. 15 exceptions. 

Mr. Kitpay. There are 17 exceptions. This adds some, in accord- 
ance with the action taken by the committee in the House last year 
to increase them. Now, it accomplishes that by terminating the- 

The CHatrMaNn. The emergency. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well, for practical purposes it terminates the national 
emergency declared by President Truman at the time of the Korean 
war. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kirpay. I understand, of course, that the Hébert subcommittee, 
of which I am not a member, has held hearings on it, and is in the 
process of making a report, and one of the recommendations in that 
report is with reference to procurement without complying with the 
Uniform Procurement Act. 

It is not in the language of my amendment. 

The recommendation there would change the Procurement Act so 
that you could purchase by negotiation without bids only in the case 
of a national emergency declared by Congress. 

The Uniform Procurement Act contains the provision—the first 
exception of that act is that such procurement may be had in time 
of a national emergency declared by the President. "What I am doing 
here would not change it to a national emergency declared by Con- 
gress. It would not change any of the substantive parts of this act. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now, I understand that it is difficult to find out just 
what the situation is now. 

Statements have been made during these hearings that as to con- 
struction 93 percent or thereabouts is done under competitive bids, 
and the balance by negotiation, and I believe most of that outside 
of continental United States. 

The statement has been made without challenge that as to other 
procurement, the reverse is true, that about 93 percent by competitive 
bids, and about the remaining 7 percent by negotiation. 

The point is made I believe that even though the national emer gency 
declared by President Truman continues, that, administratively, the 
departments are acquiring substantially in accordance with the Uni- 
form Procurement Act. That does not reach the situation because 
so long as you have a national emergency declared by the President 
the Procurement Act grants an exception to competitive bids. 
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Therefore, even though the Department pursues a policy which is 
identical to or akin to the Procurement Act, the Comptroller General 
is eliminated from the picture. His power is gone because of the 
existence of the national emergency declared by the President. On 
the other hand, if 93 percent of the procurement can be made under 
the Uniform Procurement Act without competitive bids, then the 
committee has a very serious obligation to get to the Uniform Pro- 
curement Act, and revise it very eininaidele. 

So all this would do is put us back under the Uniform Procurement 
Act, as it now exists, with these 2 or 3 little exceptions. 

I don’t believe we are justified, in a period of greatest procurement 
to continue procuring outside of the stated policy adopted by Con- 
gress for the period now almost of 7 years. 

The CuairmMan. I think this is a very healthy amendment. The 
Hébert committee will report to the full committee in a short time, 
just as soon as they can have a meeting after we finish with this bill. 
They will deal with the 17 exceptions provided for. A great many 
of those are being tightened up. 

This is a proper time to eliminate negotiations on account of the 
national emergency. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Hess. Does it apply just to this bill or does it generally ? 

The Cuairrman,. This applies generally. 

Mr. Kitpay. It applies generally. 

The CuarrMan. This applies generally. 

Mr. Kiipay. I want to make it clear 

The Cuatrman. The other phase of Mr. Courtney’s bill will be 
dealt, correcting and tightening up the 17 exceptions. 

Mr. Kitpay. I think it should be made clear that the military de- 
partments—the gentlemen who have been appearing before us on this 
bill—are now doing exactly what this will accomplish for other pro- 
curement. They are proceeding by negotiated bid. 

The CuairmMan. They are using 2 or 3 of the sections that are au- 
thorized. And Mr. Courtney’s statement shows that the bulk of the 
procurement is falling outside of the national emergency clause. 

A few years ago the bulk of it fell within the national emergency 
clause, 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuairmMan. Now, they are getting away from that. For that 
reason, the committee will recommend tightening up some of the 
negotiations under the 17 sections. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman ? 

The only place where there is real competitive bidding in the mili- 
tary now is In the construction end of it. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the only place. 

The Cratrman. The Kilday amendment is agreed to. 

Now, any other amendment ? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, how will that affect the title there ? 

Of course, you have “for other purposes,” and that is a catchall 
normally. But that is 

The Cuairman. You mean 

Mr. Brooks. That is the only portion of the bill that really is not 
covered by the title to authorize certain construction at military 
installations. 
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The Cuaimman. You always put in “for other purposes,” because 
there is a great deal of other purposes in the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. That really doesn’t mean anything. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Sheridan of Secretary Bryant’s 
office would like to be heard. 

The Cuarrman. What is it? 

Mr. Keuiener. Mr. Sheridan of Secretary Bryant’s office would 
like to make a comment with respect to that if you will give him 
permission. 

The CuarrMan. Yes; we will be glad to hear you. 

Mr. Surrwan. This is Mr. Nash from the Bureau of the General 
Counsel, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Yes, Mr. Nash. 

Mr. Nasu. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. You are familiar with Mr. Courtney’s inquiry that 
has been going on. 

Mr. Nasu. Yes, sir; l am. 

The Cramman. And you have no doubt seen the report and the 
recommendations 4 

Mr. Nasu. I have not seen his recent report. I did not know it 
had been issued. 

The Cuatmman. All right. ‘va hat objection do you have to this 
amendment that was submitted by Mr. Kilday / 

Mr. Nasu. I wanted to call 7 hn committee’s attention to the fact 
that we are using the national emergency authority not only for the 
three exceptions that Mr. Kilday would preserve in his amendment, 
but also for other programs anal business, labor distressed area, 
and disaster area. 

The Crarrman. Well, of course, we know that. No doubt Mr, 
Bates and- 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, can I comment on that ? 

The Cuamman. Wait 1 minute. 

I want to offer an amendment. 

Have an amendment prepared along that line. 

Of course, that is a great loophole, because there is no definition 
as to what constitutes small business except the policy of 500 em- 
ployees. There is no definition as to what is a labor distressed area. 
That has been administratively done. But I know what is running 
through the minds. As far as I am concerned, if it is satisfactory to 
the committee, I would go ahead, and put that language in that we 
used in the bill last year. Because that is a very sm: “ part of busi- 
ness, being based on |: ae shortage and distressed area 

I have no objection and I hope the committee will write it in. I 
know what kind of fuss will be raised. I am more peaceful than 
used to be. I will accept that kind of an amendment if it is satis- 
factory to the committee. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman— 

The CuarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Read the language that Mr. Kelleher and I discussed this morn- 
ing. 

Mr. Keiirner. One further exception would be inserted, Mr 
Chairman. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Mr. Kenvener. It would be No. 4. 
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The CuatrrmMan. That is right. 
Mr. Keviener. And it would read as follows: 


When in furtherance of small business, labor surplus area or major disaster 
area programs, the agency head determines that supplies or services are to be 
procured from small business concerns, from concerns which will perform the 
contract substantially within areas of major disaster. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, because I offered the amendment with- 
out that in it, 1 want to explain some of my reasons. 

As I recall it, when we reported the bill last year, H. R. 8710, it 
contained the provisions which were in the amendment I offered here 
today. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kintpay. As it was reported by the committee. 

This fourth one as I recall was added on the floor. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

‘Mr. Kitpay. It doesn’t mean that I have any particular objection 
to it. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Kinpay. I was offering it in accordance with previous com- 
mittee action. 

The Cuarmman. The issue was raised, it is my recollection, by 
Mr. Van Zandt. Then I think that I offered an amendment along the 
line that Mr. Kelleher has read. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarmrMan,. Wait. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Price. 

Mr. Price. Of course, I wouldn’t object to that amendment. I am 
wholeheartedly for it. I agree with such a program. I would like to 
have somewhere in this record some report from the Defense Estab- 
lishment of just what they have done under such a provision in the 
past. 

Mr. Nasu. Mr. Congressman, we have furnished to this committee 
for the past year a report of the amendment of awards we have made 
to distressed areas, small business, and major disaster areas using 
this emergency authority. 

The latest report was addressed to the chairman on May 20. 

Mr. Price. That is fine. 

I would like to see that report. 

| Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.” | 

The Cuarrman. It is on file here in the committee. 

Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smart. That was referred to the Hébert subcommittee. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, Mr. Courtney’s committee. 

Mr. Price. I hope eventually the full committee will be permitted 
to see it. 

I am very much interested in it. 

The Cuarrman. As soon as Mr. Hébert submits his report. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatmrman. Mr. Bates, 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, all of us are concerned with this general 
problem and we want to do something about it, as we did a year ago 
when we passed the bill out of our committee. But as far as the con- 
struction bill is concerned, and the contracts awarded under it, there 


86066—57—No. 836——55 














2276 


is no problem there. So why do we offer that at this time, rather than 
having all of the members have the benefit of the Hébert subcommittee 
report and take up the Armed Services Procurement Act intact so we 
can handle the whole thing at one time. 

The Cuarmman. Well 

Mr. Bates. Why do we get into it in this particular bill where this 
whole department has performed creditably under it. 

The CHarrman. Last year, the vote in the House was 374 to 2. We 
were unable to make any progress at the other end of the Capitol. 

But if the national emergency phase is tied to this bill, it will cer- 
tainly reach a completed stage. We are accomplishing something. 

Mr. Bates. One further statement. Now, we have some 17 ex- 
ceptions. 

The Cuatrman. They stand intact. 

Mr. Bares. All of 

The Cuamman. Not touched by Mr. Kilday’s amendment, at all. 

Mr. Bates. Well now, it talks about “except with respect to,” and it 
itemizes three of them. 

Mr. Kitpay. That adds to the 17. 

The CHarrman. Those 17 

Mr. Kitpay. I think it does increase from $1,000 to—— 

Mr. Kewiener. To $2,500. 

Mr. Kitpay. To $2,500. In other words, the exception is broad- 
ened from $1,000 to $2,500. But otherwise, the 17 are all still there. 

The CHarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. Then we do not interfere. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bates. With the 17. 

The CuHarrMan. You are correct. 

Mr. Bares. And you have added these two other items. 

The CHatrmMan. That is correct. 

We add something more, and that is No. 4, here, about labor, dis- 
aster and small business. 

Mr. Bares. Those are two I refer to. 

The Cuarrman. I want to say this. I did my level best last year 
to get that bill out of the Senate, but couldn’t do it. I don’t know 
whether I will be able to get it out if it comes later on as a separate 
bill. But I know one thing, this bill is going to come out. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. Bares. Portions of it. 

The CHarrman. What? 

Mr. Bares. Portions of it. 

The CHatrman. At least. 

Mr. Bates. Portions of it. 

The Cuarrman. Portions of it. 

Without objection—— 

(Chorus of “Wait a minute.”) 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Brooks. I asked to be recognized. 

The CHarmman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. The Chair told me to wait. 

Mr. Rivers. He told me the same thing. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Brooks. 
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Mr. Brooks. I want to say this 

Mr. Rivers. It is not without objection. i 

Mr. Brooks. I made the point the whole bill was for military con- 
struction except for one thing, and that is I questioned whether the 
title ought not to be changed. But aside from that, I think it is a 
good amendment, and I am for it. I think it is timely. In fact, it 
is late. We are late in getting to it. Now, that it is here, I am for 
it. But since it is a part of the bill, I would like to ask a question 
about it. 

Now, I have a major disaster area down in my area in Louisiana. 
Tell me how that operates. How would you invoke the terms of this 
exception covering major disasters ? 

Mr. Nasu. Mr. Brooks, under Public 875 of the 81st Congress, 
which is the so-called major disaster legislation 

Mr. Brooxs. I am familiar with it. 

Mr. Nasu. The President makes a determination in a particular 
area as a major disaster that 

Mr. Brooks. He already determined that. But that part is over. 
We have 500,000 acres, a half million acres, under water today. 

Mr. Nasu. Yes. The Office of Defense Mobilization has a policy 
which permits the treating of those areas similar to the way we treat 
distressed areas, labor distressed areas. 

Mr. Brooks. How is that? 

Mr. Nasu. It is most often accomplished by what we call the “set 
aside” device. Firms in those areas bid along with other firms who 
are not in that area in what we call the unreserved portion of the 
procurement. We also have a reserve portion of the procurement. 
As to the reserve portions, it is offered to the lowest bidder from the 
area, the major disaster area. He is given an opportunity to take the 
reserve position of that procurement. If he doesn’t take it, it goes up 
the tndder. 

Mr. Brooxs. Well, has it been—I don’t want to take up the time of 
the full committee because it is a quarter of 11 now. 

But has that been invoked as to the major disaster area in the 
Southwest ? 

Mr. Nasu. I donot know,sir. I could find out. 

Mr. Brooks. It is possible to find out ? 

Mr. Nasu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Will you let me know ¢ 

Mr. Nasu. I will, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. There ? 

Mr. Sueripan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. And what should be done if it hasn’t been revoked ? 

Mr. Nasu. Yes, sir. 

The CrHairman. May I ask this question? If there are no plants 
that would be able to accept the contracts, it would be of no benefit. 

Mr. Nasu. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. There are plenty of plants there. It is the question 
of whether or not you make operative the provisions. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Rivers, any questions ? 

Mr. Rivers. I wanted to ask him about this labor distressed area. 
You have some areas in this country that have been distressed ever 
since I was born. [Laughter. |! 
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And I can tell you where they are. Now how do you go about—say 
the textile industry. Since most of this stuff is clothes, that they put 
on their backs, socks, underw ear, and all the things that the militar y 
use—how do you go about it in the textile area? 

Mr. Nasu. We use the same sort of device, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Repeat it for me. 

Mr, Nasu. The set-aside device. We have a requirement for tex- 
tiles—the uniform. We will advertise. We will divide that pro- 
curement into two parts, what we call the unreserved part, and the 
reserved part. 

Mr. Rivers. How do you go about that, say, in a $100 million con- 
tract ? 

Mr. Nasu. We divide it into quantities which would be an entice- 
ment to a bidder to bid on it. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. Take $100 million, what part would you 
put in reserve and what part would you put in competitive bidding ? 

Mr. Nasu. It may be 50-50, Mr. Rivers, I don’t know. 

Mr. Rivers. But don’t have any rules that we know about? 

Mr. Nasu. That particular aspect of it; no. Wein OSD and DOD 
do not have a policy on that. It is up to the discretion of the con- 
tracting officer to divide the quantities so that it would be- 

Mr. Rivers. He gets directives from somebody else as to what 
portion he is going to bid on. 

Mr. Nasu. If he does get a directive, Mr. Rivers, it is within the 
military department. 

Mr. Rivers. And nobody can ever trace that. Now, you can’t have 
areas that are distressed forever. They got to one of these days go 
back to work and get something else to do. Now, there is no sense 
in taking one area and distressing that for the purpose of building 
up another one. If you are going to make it 50-50 or 75-25, you ought 
to have some rules for the game. But you shouldn't take a textile 
area here, and distress it to reward another textile area. That just 
doesn’t make sense. 

Mr. Chairman, I don’t think time remains for us to get this thing 
adequately worked out. 

The same thing goes, Mr. Chairman, for small business. My folks 
in my part of the country can’t qualify under the small business, 
because 500 people working in my part of the world, is big business. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I think we can reach a decision. Is there 
any objection to the first three of the Kilday amendments? 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t object to the Kilday amendment. I object to 
these things that you put in here 

The Cuareman. All right. Is there any objection to consideration 
of section 4? 

Mr. Rivers. Waitaminute. What is that? 

The Cuarrman. Read section 4. 

Mr. Rivers. I object to putting in this distressed area, and the—— 
The Cuarrman. All right. 

Read section 4. 

Mr. Keitiener. The fourth exception would be: 








When in furtherance of small business, labor surplus area or major disaster 
area programs, the agency head determines that supplies or services are to be 
procured from small-business concerns, from concerns which will perform 
the contract substantially within labor surplus areas as determined by the 
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Secretary of Labor, or from concerns which will perform the contract substan- 
tially within areas of major disaster. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman, on the parliamentary situation, I take 
it we were going rather informally, but I take it the situation now 
is that I propose the amendment and it is the pending amendment as 
before. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

This is an amendment to the Kilday amendment. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. No; I am proposing this as my amendment, and any- 
one who wants to take out any portion of it can offer an amendment 
to the amendment; is that correct ? 

The Cuairman. I was going to do it the other way. But either 
way. Mr. Kilday proposes an amendment there. 

Mr. Kinpay. Either way. 

The Cuarrman. All right. There is no objection on the part of 
any members on the first three points of Mr. Kilday’s amendment. 

Mr. Kei.ener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I offer No. 4, which has just been read, Now, 
is there any objection ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. I object. 

The Cuarrman. Now, all in favor of No. 4, hold up their hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smarr. Eighteen, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman.‘ All opposed, hold up your hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smarr. Five opposed, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrmMan. The amendment to the Kilday amendment is 
agreed to. 

Now, all in favor of the Kilday amendment, as agreed te—— 

Mr. Rivers. As amended. 

The Cuarrman. As amended, say “Aye.” 

(Chorus of “Aye.”) 

The Cnamman. All opposed, say “No.” 

(Chorus of “No.”) 

The Cuatrman. The ayes have it. The Kilday amendment has 
been agreed to. Now, members of the committee, it will be necessary- 
wait 1 minute now. I want to request the three departments who pre- 

sented the public-works bill to be here in the morning. The Depart- 
ment of Defense will be back in the morning. We have to take a 
recess now until 10 o’clock. 

Tomorrow, we must finish the bill. 

(At 10:50 a. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene at 10 a. m. 
of the following day, Wednesday, June 19, 1957.) 


Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, June 19, 1957. 
‘The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman of the 
committee) presiding. 
The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 
Now members of the committee, I respectfully request that you re- 
turn to page 16 of the bill. 
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Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California: Facilities for remedying effects of 
ground subsidence, $4,660,000. 

You will recall that last week or the week before last we had a 
special committee headed by Mr. Doyle make a trip to Long Beach 
to look over the situation and advise the committee, as to whether 
or not we should continue to spend money with reference to the site. 

Mr. Doyle, have you a report to submit to the full committee / 

Mr. Dorie. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Unless the chairman directs we take the time to read the full report, 
which is some 12-pages, I will just read the conclusions of the subeom- 


mittee and the recommendations. 
The CHarrmMan. May I suggest to you you read the recommenda- 


tions and file the full report in ‘the record. 
Mr. Doyze. All right. [Reading:] 


The subcommittee believes that all pertinent facts and necessary background 
are set out above. The facts, however, do not solve the problem. Only action 
logically projected from the facts can create a situation acceptable to the in- 
terests of all those affected by the subsidence and, specifically, in the Federal 
interest, the Long Beach Naval Shipyard. 

The subcommittee is of the firm opinion that the zeal which has been shown 
in the extraction of oil must be matched in the immediate future by an equal 
zeal for preventive and remedial measures to prevent subsidence. It is, in the 
subcommittee’s opinion, wholly anomalous that the Federal Government should 
be expected to expend many millions of taxpayers’ dollars to erect protective 
works which are made necessary by those who are in great part the recipient of 
the immediate benefits of the shipyard’s existence. 

The shipyard employs 7,000 people. This represents a great economic benefit 
to the city of Long Beach, the surrounding area, and, indeed, the State of 
California. One-seventh of the income of the city of Long Beach is derived, in one 
way or another, from the shipyard. But the city of Long Beach has 65 wells, 
shipstocked under the shipyard. 


The Cuarrman. The city has that? 
Mr. Doyte. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. [Continues reading :] 


A natural concomitant of benefit is responsibility. There can be no doubt of 
the benefits which flow from the shipyard. There is, in the subcommittee’s 
opinion, grave doubt as to the acceptance by California authorities, local and 
State, of the responsibilities which accompany and flow from these benefits. 

It is true that action is being taken at the present time by responsible officials 
of the State and its political subdivisions but these, until very recently, have 
been of merely a pilot nature or have lain in legislative and administrative areas 
which have been in a planned, not existent state. 

The subcommittee is pleased to report that since its return to Washington the 
State lands commission has granted permission for voluntary repressurization 
of the area and legislation which will permit voluntary repressurization by all 
drillers in the areas has passed both houses of the State legislature, and is as 
of this writing on the desk of the Governor of California. The Governor has 
given his personal assurance that this legislation will be signed by him at the 
earliest possible moment. 

Corollary to the foregoing set out immediately above the subcommittee wishes 
to point out that private industries within the subsidence area have no inten- 
tions of moving their facilities from Long Beach. If the shipyard is to continue 
in operation, the subcommittee feels that the Federal Government has not only 
a right but an obligation to insist that prompt, aggressive, and effective action be 
continued or taken, as the case may be, by the State of California and its politi- 
cal subdivisions. 

In addition to the foregoing, and as the basis for the recommendations set out 
below, the subcommittee wishes to point out that— 

(1) The Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Calif., represents an important 
part of our Defense Establishment ; 

(2) The shipyard should be continued in operation providing the subsis- 
tence can be halted; and 
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(3) Expert testimony advises the subcommittee that subsidence can be 
halted if certain steps described above are taken, 


RECOM MENDATION 


Based on the foregoing, it is the recommendation of the subcommittee that 
until there is full evidence that every possible action is taken to prevent subsi- 
dence in the area of the naval shipyard, the Federal Government should make 
no further expenditures for remedial work other than that necessary to provide 
minimum protection to the Government property involved. 

Specifically, the subcommittee recommends that the work contemplated for 
the second increment, originally estimated to cost $4,660,000 but now estimated 
to cost $5,825,000 be implemented only to the extent of $1,500,000 which, the 
Navy states, is sufficient to provide immediately necessary remedial protective 
works. This sum will provide for additional protective works required for the 
coming year. 

The subcommittee wishes to make one further recommendation and that is 
that the subcommittee be continued in existence until the beginning of the second 
session of this Congress in order that it can maintain constant surveillance over 
the matters covered in this report. 

The subcommittee believes that this continuing study will permit it to make 
further specific recommendations to the full committee next year. 


(The complete report is as follows :) 


A REpoRT BY A SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE HOUSE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE 
ON THE NAVAL SHIPYARD, LONG BEACH, CALIF. 


At the direction of Chairman Carl Vinson, a subcommittee of the House 
Armed Services Committee chairmaned by Hon. Clyde Doyle and otherwise 
composed of Hon. Walter Norblad and Hon. Bob Wilson, proceeded to Long 
Beach, Calif., for the purpose of studying the subsidence of the naval ship- 
yard, and the course and nature of the remedial work already performed and 
proposed for performance by the Department of the Navy. The trip extended 
from May 30 to June 2, 1957. 

Hon. Craig Hosmer, whose congressional district includes Long Beach, and 
Hon. B. F. Sisk, a member of Congress from California, accompanied the sub- 
committee and participated in its public deliberations at Long Beach. Mr. 
Philip W. Kelleher, counsel, House Armed Services Committee, accompanied the 
subcommittee. 

SUBSIDENCE AT LONG BEACH GENERALLY 


The subsidence in the Long Beach area has been progressing for about 20 
years. It is now generally accepted that it is due to the pumping of oil from 
the Wilmington oilfield. This oilfield is elliptical in shape, covering about 12 
square miles and includes all of the Long Beach Naval Shipyard and its adja- 
cent waterfront area. The field was discovered in 1932 and commercial pro- 
duction of oil began in 19386. Some subsidence was recorded in 1939, but its 
cause was not known, and it was not then recognized as serious. 


THE NAVAL SHIPYARD 


The naval shipyard has cost to date about $65 million. Its replacement cost 
is estimated to be $170 million. Subsidence, at the head of drydock 1, the most 
eritical point in the yard, now amounts to about 16 feet since 1941. This means 
that the land is about 2 feet below the low-tide base. Remedial work up to 
1957 has cost the Navy about $5,600,000. The three currently planned incre- 
ments (fiscal year 1957, 1958, and 1959) will make the total remedial work 
planned amount to about $27 million. 

The importance of this shipyard is measured by the fact that about 10 per- 
cent of the fleet operates in and out of southern California ports of Long 
Beach and San Diego. This yard is furthest from any possible fixed Soviet 
missile base. Compared with other yards, it has the shortest channel to the 
sea. It is the newest yard and has the most modern overall layout. 

Shortly after its closing in 1950, it was reopened and in the process able to select 
for reemployment only the best of its former employees. The Navy's facilities 
including the fuel farm and fuel pier in San Pedro, the naval station, the ship- 
yard, (with its extensive supply support for the fleet) and the ammunition 
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depot, all serve to make a complete and effective Navy shore facility in this one 
harbor. 


HISTORY OF SUBSIDENCE 


In 1945 when it was found that the subsidence was continuing, the Navy 
engaged the New York consulting engineering firm of Frederic R. Harris, Inc., 
to make an investigation to determine, if possible, the cause of the subsidence 
and what might reasonably be expected as to the future extent of settlement. 

In the report of this investigation the firm stated that it believed the major 
cause of the subsidence was the extraction of oil and the attendant compaction 
of the oil-bearing strata. It was not until about 1949, however, that the theory 
became generally acceped that the subsidence was due to the pumping of oil 
from the Wilmington oilfield. 

The subsidence area roughly approximates that of the oilfield with the point 
of maximum subsidence, (or epicenter) located about 2,000 feet northeast of 
the northeast corner of the shipyard. This field is made up of several oil-bearing 
strata extending downward to a depth of about 7,000 feet. Approximately 
134 drilling companies operate about 2,000 wells of which 1,275 have been studied 
in the investigations. About 65 wells have been whipstocked under the ship- 
yard. 

SUBSIDENCE RATE 


The subsidence rate has varied over the ensuing years, being substantially co- 
incidental with the pumping rate. Each year the rate was greater than that 
for the preceding year until the maximum annual rate of subsidence of 214 
feet at the center occurred in 1951 when the maximum pumping rate averaged 
4,400,000 barrels of oil per month. 

Since 1951, the rate has been gradually declining until for the year ending 
August 1956, the most recent date for which data on general subsidence of 
the area is available, the rate at the center was 1.4 feet while production de- 
creased to 3,300,000 barrels per month. At drydock No. 1 in the shipyard, which 
is more than 2,000 feet from the center subsidence, the maximum rate of 
subsidence, reached in 1951 was about 1.46 feet per year, and this had been 
reduced in the year ending August 1956 to 1.0 feet per year. 

Available information regarding subsidence in the shipyard is more recent 
than that for the general area, and by December 1956, subsidence at drydock 
No. 1 had further declined to 0.9 feet per year. 

As of August 1956, total subsidence was about 23 feet at the epicenter, and 
about 16.5 feet at the head or inshore end of drydock No. 1. At the present 
time, the total subsidence at the head of drydock No. 1 is approximately 16.9 
feet. 

ENGINEERING STUDY 


The civilian engineering firm of Frederic R. Harris, Inc., has been studying 
this problem for the Navy during the period from 1945 to 1955, and has pre- 
pared 2 additional reports, making a total of 3. This firm estimates that the 
ultimate subsidence will be reached in 1970 when the ground level at the center 
will have subsided to about 30 feet. 

At that time, it is estimated that the maximum settlement at the head of dry- 
dock No. 1 in the shipyard will be about 23 feet and that at the waterfront 
will be about 17 feet. 

The subcommittee wishes to point out that these estimates are predicted on 
there being no repressurization undertaken in the Wilmington oilfield, which 
is the field presently in operation, and that there will be no pumping in the 
offshore oilfields without pressure maintenance. If the latter condition should 
not prevail and the offshore field should be developed and pumped without 
pressure maintenance, it is estimated that the epicenter will shift to the south- 
east near Long Beach Pier A, and the new epicenter will reach a total subsidence 
estimated to be 40 to 45 feet. 

In this case, the ultimate subsidence at the shipyard will be 6 feet greater 
than would otherwise be the case. It is anticipated, however, that the new 
field will not be developed without pressure maintenance, because the city of 
Long Beach controls this field and without pressure maintenance it will suffer 
damage to its own properties to an unacceptable degree. The remedial meas- 
ures being provided in increment No. 1 and planned for increments No. 2, and 
No. 3 are for the subsidence due to Wilmington field only, but are designed 
to allow additions to compensate for the additional 6 feet which it is expected 
would be encountered if the offshore field were developed without maintain- 
ing pressure. 





2283 


CESSATION OF SUBSIDENCE 


The question arises as to why it is believed that subsidence will cease by 1970. 
This in brief is based on the trends of oil pumping to date and present knowl- 
edge of the quantity of oil remaining, which indicates that profitable production 
in this field will cease by 1970 at which time it will cease to be economically 
feasible to operate. Experience has shown that production of less than 10 barrels 
per day normally will not permit economical operation of a well. This limit is 
expected to be reached by 1970. 

This is a general agreement among nearly all of the investigators who have 
been engaged in this investigative work that subsidence will virtually cease by 
1970. Furthermore, almost all of the investigators predict substantially the 
same amount of subsidence as does the Navy engineers. Several of the investi- 
gators have arrived at their conclusions by different methods, but their pre- 
dictions are of the same general order of magnitude. 


PRESSURE MAINTENANCE 


Pressure maintenance is the pumping of water under pressure back into the 
areas from which oil is being extracted, which will result in pressures being 
maintained in the neighborhood of 1,000 to 3,000 pounds per square inch at the 
bottom of the wells, depending on their depth below the surface. 

This would, of course, tend to offset the drop in pressures caused by the 
removal of oil. 

Water for this purpose would be ocean water and therefore would not deplete 
the area’s fresh water supply. It is understood that the city of Long Beach 
and some of the oil companies are presently engaged in pressure maintenance to 
a limited extent in a pilot operation in the offshore area. 


BILLS PENDING IN CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE 


The subcommittee was informed that legislation is before the California State 
Legislature, which would permit a repressurization program to be carried out 
to a much greater extent than is presently being done. In addition, it is under- 
stood that further legislation is under consideration which would require that 
pressures be maintained. The Navy states that it is closely following these 
developments, but is, of course, not participating in the discussions. 


NAVY EXPENDITURES TO DATE 


Prior to 1957 certain measures were undertaken to combat subsidence pend- 
ing the completion of the engineering studies to determine the causes of sub- 
sidence and establish reliable estimates of its probable future extent. 

These measures involved expenditures as follows: 


TOI atc a es cha bi ete blah eared ink dialled chsb esweth coercion $1, 591, 162 
SI Sie deh sa wsdl cath wa cht cai all echt dd megan eh deed edncinmneetalen tia 1, 232, 443 
DUO) (ONG Cisse a. eh nh a dd 1, 006, 632 
$i oS. eee eal a i 56, 547 
Ss iicceneea ecaaiaennau on toon tl a lib Sas chee eee eg oh ich sinieinc DABS iat ill 186, 466 
7966 and: 1006.4 oak legs do ceeding ladies 999, 258 

Totelwsteblaiis tse. eee elke ge As 5, 070, 508 


EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEAR 1957 AND FUTURE 
First increment 

The Navy’s program for permanently remedying the effects of the subsidence 
on the shipyard consists of three parts or increments. The first part consists of 
raising the area around drydock No. 1, raising pier No. 1 and raising the quay 
wall and waterfront area near drydock No. 1 and pier No. 1. This is at the 
eastern end of the yard where the subsidence is the greatest. 

This work was authorized in the amount of $4,724,000 by Public Law 968, 
84th Congress. 

The total amount for this part of the work is estimated at $7,909,000. Work 
to the extent of $3,375,000 is already under contract and additional work up to 
the amount of available funds is expected to be under contract very shortly. 

When the bids for this first increment were taken in February of 1957 they 
exceeded the originally estimated amount by a substantial sum. Consequently, 
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there is contained in H. R. 7130, the military construction bill for fiscal year 
1958, a request for amended authorization in the amount of $2,185,000 for 
increment No. 1. 


Second increment 


The second increment covers the work immediately to the west of increment 
No. 1 including raising the area around drydock No. 2, raising pier No. 2, and 
raising the waterfront from just west of pier No. 1 to the eastern edge of pier 
No. 3. 

This work was originally estimated to cost $4,660,000, and this is the amount 
for increment No. 2 contained in H. R. 7130. However, because of the excess 
of bids over estimates for the first increment it is now expected that the cost 
of the second increment will be $5,825,000, and this larger amount has been in- 
cluded in the $21,834,000 total estimated cost of required facilities shown in 
column 3 of page 11 of book 1 for the 1958 MCON program (Navy). 


Third increment 


The third increment of the work is planned for submittal to the Congress in 
fiscal year 1959. This last increment includes raising the area around drydock 
No. 3, raising pier No. 3, providing a dike around pier No. 6, and raising the 
waterfront area from just east of pier No. 3 to the western edge of the ship- 
yard. 

Also included are raising some of the utilities, manholes, and other facilities 
within the yard to keep the water from flooding the yard through ground water 
percolating up through these facilities. 

The last increment is estimated to cost $8,100,000. The total cost of all of 
the permanent remedial measures is estimated to be $21,834,000. This amount 
must be added, of course, to the $5,070,508 which constitutes the total expendi- 
tures from 1949 through 1956. This makes a grand total of $27 million in 
round figures. 

ECONOMIC ADVANTAGES OF REPRESSURIZATION 


Although the Wilmington field has been worked since 1936, its depletion under 
present procedures is forecast for about 1970. However, by unitizing and re- 
pressurizing, an extra 1 billion barrels of oil can be recovered, which would not 
otherwise be available. This approximately doubles the total oil from the 
field. This oil can be obtained for an expenditure of about 20 cents a barrel, 
or less than 10 percent of the cost, $3 a barrel, of the oil. Thus, it is economi- 
cally sound to repressurize for the production of oil alone. The additional ad- 
vantage of stopping subsidence makes an additional good reason to repressurize. 
Repressurizing can, as pointed out above, be done with salt water from the 
sea. 

CONCLUSIONS 


The subcommittee believes that all pertinent facts and necessary background 
are set out above. The facts, however, do not solve the problem. Only action 
logically projected from the facts can create a situation acceptable to the 
interests of all those affected by the subsidence and, specifically, in the Federal 
interest, the Long Beach Naval Shipyard. 

The subcommittee is of the firm opinion that the zeal which has been shown 
in the extraction of oil must be matched in the immediate future by an equal 
zeal for preventive and remedial measures to prevent subsidence. It is, in 
the subcommittee’s opinion, wholly anomalous that the Federal Government 
should be expected to expend many millions of taxpayers’ dollars to erect pro- 
tective works which are made necessary by those who are in great part the 
recipient of the immediate benefits of the shipyard’s existence. 

The shipyard employs 7,000 people. This represents a great economic bene- 
fit to the city of Long Beach, the surrounding area, and, indeed, the State 
of California. One-seventh of the income of the city of Long Beach is derived, 
in one way or another, from the shipyard. But the city of Long Beach has 65 
wells, whipstocked under the shipyard. A natural concomitant of benefit is 
responsibility. 

There can be no doubt of the benefits which flow from the shipyard. 

There is, in the subcommittee’s opinion, grave doubt as to the acceptance by 
California authorities, local and State, of the responsibilities which accompany 
and flow from these benefits. 
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It is true that action is being taken at the present time by responsible 
officials of the State and its political subdivisions but these, until very re- 
cently, have been of merely a pilot nature or have lain in legislative and admin- 
istrative areas which have been in a planned, not existent, state. 

The subcommittee is pleased to report that since its return to Washington 
the State lands commission has granted permission for voluntary repressuriza- 
tion of the area and legislation which will permit voluntary repressurization 
by all drillers in the area has passed both Houses of the State legislature and 
is as of this writing on the desk of the Governor of California. 

The Governor has given his personal assurance that this legislation will be 
signed by him at the earliest possible moment. 

Corollary to the foregoing set out immediately above, the subcommittee wishes 
to point out that private industries within the subsidence area have no inten- 
tions of moving their facilities from Long Beach. If the shipyard is to continue 
in operation, the subcommittee feels that the Federal Government has not only 
a right but an obligation to insist that prompt, aggressive, and effective action 
be continued or taken, as the case may be, by the State of California and its 
political subdivisions. 

In addition to the foregoing, and as the basis for the recommendations set out 
below, the subcommittee wishes to point out that— 

(1) The Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Calif., represents an important part 
of our defense establishment. 

(2) The shipyard should be continued in operation providing the subsidence 
can be halted; and 

(3) Expert testimony advises the subcommittee that subsidence can be halted 
if certain steps described above are taken, 


RECOM MENDATIONS 


Based on the foregoing, it is the recommendation of the subcommittee that 
until there is full evidence that every possible action is being taken to prevent 
subsidence in the area of the naval shipyard, the Federal Government should 
make no further expenditures for remedial work other than that necessary to 
provide minimum protection to the Government property involved. : 

Specifically, the subcommittee recommends that the work contemplated for 
the second increment, originally estimated to cost $4,660,000 but now estimated 
to cost $5,825,000 be implemented only to the extent of $1,500,000 which, the 
Navy states, is sufficient to provide immediately necessary remedial protective 
works. This sum will provide for additional protective works required for 
the coming year. 

The subcommittee wishes to make one further recommendation and that is 
that the subcommittee be continued in existence until the beginning of the 
second session of this Congress in order that it can maintain constant surveil- 
lance over the matters covered in this report. The subcommittee believes that 
this continuing study will permit it to make further specific recommendations 
to the full committee next year. 


APPENDIX No. 1 
The subcommittee heard 15 witnesses during its hearings in Long Beach. 
APPENDIX No. 2 


Below are set out two telegrams received by Chairman Doyle after the return 

of the subcommittee to Washington. 
JUNE 18, 1957. 
Hon. CLiypE DOYLE, 
1030 New House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Water flood amendment to Long Beach oil development contracts providing 
for maximum water injection of 180,000 per day approved today by State lands 
commission. AB 930 (permissive unitization for tidelands) and AB 3153 (emi- 
nent domain for surface improvement) have passed both houses of legislature 
without opposition and under California legislative process are on Governor’s 
desk for signature. 

S. Ek. Vickers, City Manager. 








LonG BEACH, CALIF., 
June 13, 1957. 


Hon. CLYDE DOYLE, 
10380 New House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Perhaps you already know that AB 930 (permissive unitization for tide- 
lands) and AB 3153 (eminent domain for surface improvements) have passed 
both houses of the State legislature without opposition. We have reason to 
believe that both bills will be signed by the Governor. Also, the water flood 
amendment to Long Beach oil development contracts providing for maximum 
water injection was approved today by the State lands commission. Surely 
hope this will help in obtaining appropriation for Long Beach Naval Shipyard. 

GeORGE M. VERMILLION, Mayor. 


Mr. Doytz. I will state, Mr. Chairman, we held public hearings for 
2 days, and heard 15 witnesses. 

The Carman. Thank you very much, Mr. Doyle. 

I think the committee will be warranted in following your recom- 
mendations with reference to reducing this item from $4,660,000 down 
to $1,500,000. You point out that the N: avy states it provides imme- 
diately necessary protection. 

Now as to the last part of the matter, I don’t think we should have 
committees appointed after they have discharged their obligation, 
but we will keep close watch on this matter. And this subcommittee 
has finished its mission, so let the subcommittee pass out of the pic- 
ture for the time being. But we will keep a close watch on the matter. 

Without objection, we reduce the item to $1,500,000. Thank you 
and the other members of the subcommittee. 

Now, that calls to my mind that I have asked Mr. Brooks and any 
members of the committee that want to go, to go to this point out in 
Utah 

Mr. Ke.tener. Wendover. 

The CuHairman. Friday. I contacted the Speaker. It is perfectly 
satisfactory to the Speaker , they leave Washington after the House 
has‘adjourned on Friday. I doubt very seriously whether the House 
will be in session on Friday. 

So Mr. Kelleher, you and Mr. Brooks arrange the trip, and any 
member of the subcommittee who wants to go ple: ise go, to advise us 
as to whether or not we should embark upon Gov ernment housing 
program of some fifty-odd—— 

Mr. Ke.iener. Sixty-eight. 

The Cxairman. Sixty eight houses at this point. 

Now, members of the committee, we will get back to the end of the 
bill. 

We adopted a section yesterday known as section 413. 

Now is there any other amendments we have to consider ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. There is an amendment which will follow 
that section 413 relating to housing and providing the proper au- 
thority to use old housing authority. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes. This is very important because this 
gives 

Mr. Kevtrner. It will be at the end of the bill as a new amend- 
ment. 

The Cuatrman. This is with reference to using the authority pre- 
viously granted for the construction of the direct appropriation 
houses in this bill. 
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Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We do not reauthorize it. 

Mr. Kettener. That is correct. A new section, as yet unnumbered : 

Any outstanding authority heretofore provided by the Act of September 1, 
1954 (69 Stat. 1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and the Act of 
August 8, 1956 (70 Stat. 991), for the provision of family housing shall be 
available for the construction of family housing at any installation for which 
family housing is authorized to be constructed under titles 1, 2, and 3 of this 
Act. 

The Carman. That is right. The effect of that is we just are 
merely relying upon a previous authorization where you granted 
some thirty-odd thousand houses for the three departments, 

Mr. Ke._iener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And they can build family houses at any place 
designated in this bill on that authorization. 

Mr. KeviEner. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. All right. Without objection, the amendment is 
agreed to. It will be properly numbered when we finish the bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. And following that another amendment 
relating to the Air Force Academy. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Keitiener. You will recall the Air Force Academy authority 
was stricken previously in title 3. 

The CuatrmMan, We are relying upon the previous authorization. 

Mr. Ketieuer. That is right. 

Mr. Brooxs. What does that do, that Air Force Academy ? 

The CHarrman. Let him read it first. 

Mr. Brooks, Yes. 

The CuHatrman. You see, Mr. Brooks, we authorized an Air Force 
Academy—not to spend more than $1238 million. 

Mr. Ketriener. $126 million. 

The CHarrman. $126 million. Now what we are doing here by this 
amendment. We are merely increasing the amount, but we are using 
the same authority. 

‘Mr. Ketieuner. We are amending the basic law. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, amending the basic law. 

Mr. Brooks. We knew the amount wasn’t going to be sufficient. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. Read that. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. (Reads:) 

Sec. 9 of the Air Force Academy Act, as amended (68 Stat. 49) is further 
amended by striking out in the first sentence the figure $126,000,000 and in- 
serting in place thereof the figure $147,341,000. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. Now you see we are merely—in- 
stead of writing it in here like they propose, we are writing it that 
way. Without objection 

Mr. Brooks. What does the 21 million do? I mean why do we 
take that ? 

Mr. Keiteuer. It will provide the same facilities that were dis- 
cussed when we were considering the Air Force Academy in title 
3. It is $21 million of general facilities, including the beginning of 
an airfield and utilities, and I believe a chapel is included and a number 
of other facilities. 


ea CHatrMAN. The specific item has been stricken out in the 
i 











Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Keriener. But they will still be bound by the backup ma- 
terial. 

The Cuatrman. Any other amendment? 

Mr. Ketiener. One amendment Mr. Thomas wants to offer relating 
to San Jacinto. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kevtitener. An unnumbered section. 


The Secretary of the Army is authorized and directed to dispose of im- 
mediately all the right, title, and interest of the United States in and to the 
San Jacinto Ordnance Depot, Texas: Provided, That any removable facilities 
which are needed by the Department of the Army may be relocated in another 
location, or in lieu thereof may be replaced at such other location. The dis- 
posal of the property shall be accomplished by the Chief of Engineers, ex- 
peditiously by sale for cash or on terms, in such manner and under such terms 
as the Secretary of the Army shall deem advisable in the public interest, but 
conveying clear fee title without restrictions. All proceeds derived from the 
disposal of the property shall be set aside in a separate fund in nthe Treasury 
and may be obligated by the Army and used to pay all expenses incurred in 
connection with the disposition of the property and the relocation or replace- 
ment of any facilities at another location, including the acquisition of land. 
Any excessive fund shall be transferred to Army for obligation. There are 
hereby authorized to be appropriated such additional sums as may be necessary 
for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this Act. 


The CHarrman. Now read the letter we have from the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. Ke.iener. It is a letter dated January 23, 1957, addressed to 
the chairman and signed by Secretary of the Army, Wilber M. 
Brucker. 


Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: As directed by section 104, public Law 868, chapter 939, 
2d session, 2 copies of a study to determine an appropriate site for the reloca- 
tion of the San Jacinto Ordnance Dept, Tex., are attached. The study con- 
cludes that Point-Aux-Pins, Ala. is the most desirable alternate location if 
movement of the depot is directed. 

To move this depot to Point-Aux-Pins, Ala., will cost $33 million. I would 
consider this to be an unwarranted expenditure and strongly recommend against 
moving this depot. You will recall that my letter to you of March 29, 1956, 
a copy of which is attached for ready reference, reviewed in some detail rea- 
sons why this depot should not be moved. Those reasons are still applicable 

Two copies of this study are also being sent to the chairman of the Senate 
Armed Services Committe. 

Marcu 29, 1956. 
Hon. CARL VINSON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives. 

DeaR Mr. CHAIRMAN: Reference is made to your verbal request to the De- 
partment of the Army with respect to the addition of a section to H. R. 8625, 
84th Congress, military public works bill, that would authorize a detailed 
study of the location of the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot, near Houston, Tex. 

In pursuance of your request, it is respectfully recommended that the fol- 
lowing be inserted in H. R. 8625, as section 104: 

“Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall make all necessary studies, by 
contract or otherwise, to determine the site for the location of the San Jacinto 
Ordnance Depot ; such study to be completed by 31 January 1957.” 

As you will recall, Mr. Henry N. Marsh, Deputy Assistant Secretary of the 
Army (Logistics) presented the Army’s position in this matter to your com- 
mittee on February 27, 1956. Even so, I would like to take this opportunity 
to reiterate the background, and basic reasons for the Army’s desire to retain 
the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot in its present location. 

This installation was constructed during World War II-on the Houston Ship 
Channel, in a then sparsely settled area about 15 miles east of Houston,.Tex. 
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This location was chosen in order to provide for ammunition storage and a deep 
water outloading facility for ammunition manufacturing plants located in the 
middle United States. This depot fulfilled this mission in support of World 
War II operations in a superior manner and the Department of the Army sub- 
Sequently determined that such a facility was necessary to peacetime require- 
ments. Accordingly, the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot was designated as a 
permanent class II installation. 

This depot now contains approximately 4,900 acres of land, 18 miles of rail- 
road, 281 buildings, mainly of permanent construction, 415,000 square feet of 
igloo or magazine-type storage, 270,000 square feet of improved open storage, 
provision for deep-water outloading operations, and a contractor-operated chem- 
ical plant valued at $12 million. At present, there is stored approximately 
70,000 tons of ammunition valued at $88 million. Annual operating costs are 
approximately $1.8 million. 

As a result of the rapid development of civilian interests in the general area, 
the Department of the Army in 1951 deemed it necessary to initiate action to 
acquire an additional 120 acres of land to insure continued compliance with 
safety criteria for the depot rail classifications yard. The Congress approved 
the Department of the Army proposal and appropriated $229,500 for land ac- 
quisition. Actual land acquisition procedure was initiated in August 1953. 
This Department of the Army action met with vigorous opposition by citizens 
of the Houston area and has been temporarily suspended. 

The initial objection to the minor expansion of the San Jacinto Ordnance 
Depot has now developed into a full-fledged effort to effect the removal of the 
installation from its present location. As a result of the opposition to the depot, 
the Department of the Army has made a thorough review of the San Jacinto 
problem. The major determinations of this review are: 

1. The depot and its facilities are of permanent construction and are in 
excellent condition. 

2. An overall shortage of ammunition storage space exists. 

3. This installation is strategically located for the receipt of production from 
ammunition plants in the South and Middle West, and for distribution to Army 
and Air Force installations, both in the continental United States and overseas. 

4. The cost for relocation to another area would be approximately $34 million 
for which the Department of the Army has no funds. 

5. This depot or a like facility in the general area is essential to the national 
defense. 

Although during peacetime the installation is utilized primarily for ammunition 
storage purposes, it is kept in readiness as an outloading area in case of 
emergency. This point was very vividly illustrated upon outbreak of hostilities 
in Korea. Within hours, ammunition was being outloaded to support the troops 
in the Far East. 

When originally established, the depot was in a relatively isolated area. Since 
then, private enterprise has seen fit to locate nearby with the full knowledge 
that the depot was located at its present site and was being utilized as an 
ammunition storage area. While any such facility can never be free from an 
element of danger, the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot is universally considered to 
be one of the safest of its kind anywhere in the country and its storage operation 
fully complies with all regulations and quantity distance tables of the American 
Table of Distances as well as the Ordnance Safety Manual. 

We believe that the relocation of this depot for the reasons assigned by those 
who seek its removal would immediately generate numerous similar requests 
for relocation. 

With highest personal regards, 

Sincerely yours, 
WILser M. Brucker, 
Secretary of the Army. 

The CHarrman. Now members of the committee, in view of that 
letter and in view of the history in connection with this request of our 
colleague from Texas who wants to move it off the estuary at Houston, 
I do not think we would be warranted in agreeing to this amendment. 
But I do think it would be highly important, in view of the new policy 
stated by Mr. Bryant on his recent appearance before the committee 
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to remove installations on account of the high value of the premises, for 
a subcommittee to go down to Houston this fall and look over the 
situation and advise the committee later on. 

I would like to go myself, because this is a new approach. It is a 
valuable piece of property, and the record shows there were some $75 
million worth of ammunition stored there. 

The record further shows that no company has taken out insurance 
on account of the hazardness of the situation. It is a matter that 
should be studied by a subcommittee on the site. So I hope you will 
reject that amendment, and this fall we will go down and look over 
the matter. I think that is the proper course to take. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, I rather agree with the chairman on 
it. But from what I have been told, I think it is correct that the 
value of that property is such that the Army can dispose of it and 
probably come out very well, perhaps even show a profit. 

Mr. Kilday is sitting right to my right, and he is familiar with it. 
The value is tremendous at the present time. Houston has grown so 
that you have a terrific value there. 

The Cuatrman. That is true in reference to a great many places. 
This is true in reference to Fort Belvoir. It is true in reference to 
Andrews Field. And it is true in reference to a great many places 
all over the United States. 

But I don’t think the committee and the Department would be war- 
ranted unless we make a most careful investigation and study. 

Now we have a report here to the effect that it is going to cost $33 
million to move this plant. 

Read the number 

Mr. Brooks. I will go along with the chairman. Don’t mistake me 
in your position on that. I think it is all right. 

The CHarrmMan. Read the number of miles of railroads and the 
buildings and all at this place. We just can’t get stampeded on 
account of the increased value of property. We have to approach 
these things most carefully. Read how much is involved. 

Mr. Kettener This depot now contains approximately 4,900 acres 
of land, 18 miles of railroad, 281 buildings—mainly of permanent 
construction—415,000 square feet of igloo or magazine-type storage, 
270,000 square feet of improved open storage, provision for deepwater 
outloading operation, and a contractor-operated chemical plant valued 
at $12 million. 

At present 

Mr. Wisson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Wait 1 minute. Let him finish. 

Mr. Ketiener. At present there is stored approximately 70,000 tons 
of ammunition valued at $88 million. Annual operating costs are 
approximately $1.8 million. 

The Cuarrman. And a small number of people employed there. 
You don’t have many people around ammunition dumps. I just had 
one talk about one in Oklahoma where there is some $600 million worth 
of ammunition stored, and they are reducing in a period of time the 
personnel down to about 300. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. You can’t just brush these bases aside and move 
them somewhere else. Because the people wanted them there in the 
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first instance. It is highly important. We will look into this, and 
the proper way to do it is just like we did recently in going out to 
California, is for a subcommittee to go over there and look over this 
proposition. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, I think you do have a different situa- 
tion in the case of an ammunition dump near a major city. I think 
you have a potential hazard that makes the situation quite different 
than the one you spoke of at Fort Belvoir. 

Mr. Brooxs. It is right in the heart of Houston. 

The Cuatrman. No; it is not in the heart of Houston. It is on the 
estuary and on the canal. 

Mr. Wiurson. But Houston is growing. 

The Cuatrman. I know, but 

Mr. Wuson. I think you have to take these things into considera- 
tion, that you are just postponing an evil day if you think you can let 
this go and then 10 years from now have to move it at even greater 
cost. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the Department has adopted a policy to look 
into these matters. And we will look into it It might be there is 
some valuable property down in San Diego. 

Mr. Hess. That is right. 

The Cuaman. I remember quite well some 30 years ago in San 
Diego, I cautioned the city of San Diego about giving all its waterfront 
tothe Navy. It is valu: ible property and we might be able to make a 
little money by selling that valuable property and move some of those 
naval installations to some other communities where the land is not so 
valuable. 

Mr. Wirson. I know, Mr. Chairman 

The Cuamman. All of that is a broad picture. 

Mr. Wirson. On that very point, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHamman. We will get into all that. We are not warranted, 
without an investigation. The Department has established a policy 
to look into it. It was brought in by Mr. Bryant. So let’s do it in 
an orderly way. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman, on that very point—you spoke about 
San Diego, and I know you are being a little facetious about this 
matter. 

The CHarrMan. Not at all. 

Mr. Wirson. You will recall that the Marine Corps is just now 
moving a rifle range from San Diego for the very same reason, be- 

cause they realize that to put additional money into it—— 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Witson. With the city growing around, it was not a wise in- 
vestment. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Mr. Wutson. So they are moving it to another area. 

The CuHatrMman. Well, all in favor of the amendment of M1 
Thomas 

Mr. Brooxs. Why do we have to vote on his amendment? 

The CHarrman. Well 

Mr. Brooxs. Why couldn’t we simply authorize the committee to 
go down and report back. 
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The Cuamman. All right. Well, there are two ways todo it. One 
is more diplomatic, which the gentleman suggests. We will follow 
the more diplomatic way, of letting the amendment lie on the table, 
and the Chair will appoint a subcommittee to go down and look into 
the matter. 

Now, what else do we have? 

Mr. Kettener. Return to the passed-over items in the bill, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Members of the committee, let’s go back to the be- 
ginning of the bill. We have 2 or 3 items. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I wonder as we go through this 
whether we can point up some expenditures that we are contemplat- 
ing, that is, authorizations we are contemplating in Japan? Because 
as I G-2 the situation, it is possible we may be moving some of our 
troops out of Japan proper. 

The Cuarman. Well, that is in the general provisions. We will 
do that when we come to the general provisions. I don’t think the 
Army 

Mr. Ketieuer. At the end of each title. 

The Cyaan. All right. 

Now, on page 2 of the bill—now let me see. Every member get 
a copy of the bill, please. 

There are no amendments on page 2 

Mr. Ketieuer. Correct. 

The CuarrmMan. On page 3 of the bill. 

Let there be order now. We passed over under the item “Corps of 
Engineers Cold Region Labor atory, Hanover, N. H., research and 
development facilities, $2,496,000.” 

From the facts submitted at that time I was of the opinion that 
the Department made a good case. Our colleague from Indiana 
asked that the item be passed over, and we passed it over in deference 
to his request. 

Now, Mr. Bray, have you any comments in reference to this labora- 
tory up at Hanover, N. H.? 

The facts from what they submitted as we were going through 
the bill warranted it and justified it, because of the type of research 
that is necessary to be carried on. It will be put at what university ? 

Mr. Kewiener. Dartmouth. 

Mr. Rivers. Dartmouth. 

The Cuarrman. Dartmouth University; so I think we are fairly 
warranted in doing this. 

Without objection, we approve that item. 

Now that finishes that page. 

Now you have to go through this thing carefully now. 

Then on page 4, at Fort Devens, the prepee of a large portion of 
the $6,866,000 was to convert from steam to ga 

Mr. Keviener. Coal to gas. 

Mr. Bates. From coal to gas 

The CuarrmMan. From coal to gas. 

I think we for the time being would be warranted in continuing to 
buy a little coal instead of buying all of the gas. 

T am asking that this item be reduced in the amount—— 


Mr. Hess. Gas is cheaper. 
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The CuarrMan. Of $4,859,000 ; $2,077,000 is stricken out of the item. 
Later on no doubt you may have to get to gas, but let’s don’t destroy 
these coal industries too quick. You must remember that everybody 
has to eat, and they have to live. 

Without objection, we agree to that one. 

Now, on page 3, at Camp Rucker 

Mr. KevLener. Page 5. 

The Crratrman. Page 5; we reduce that to $5,703,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Did you say Camp Rucker? 

The Cuarrman. Fort Rucker. 

Now that comes down to Fort Carson on the bottom of the page. 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Chairman, before that, there will be an inser- 
tion immediately following Fort Polk, which will read “Fort Sam 
Houston, Texas, acquisition of land and improvements, $675,000.” 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, that is right. That is acquisition of that 
building for headquarters ? 

Mr. Keiieuer. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. That isright. That goes right there. 

Mr. Brooks. How much is that ? 

The CHarrmMan. $600,000. 

Mr. Kevtiener. $675,000. 

The CuarrmMan. Now we tentatively agreed to reduce Fort Carson 
down to $1,049,000 and strike out troop housing. 

Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Now, you have the $675, 000 for Fort Sam Houston. That is right. 

Now, then, we come to page 6, Fort Ord. We reduce that down to 
$5.231.000. 

Then the Military Academy. We inserted the words “West Point” 
after New York, because it said “New York.” It didn’t say “West 
Point.” 

Without objection, those two amendments are agreed to. 

Then we come on down—now take up this Alaska situation. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuamrmMan. Now we want to rewrite this section here. 

Mr. Keviener. Actually, Mr. Chairman, this is the tactical sites 
within the United States that you are referring to. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ke.iener. On page 6, strike lines 18 and 19 and on line 23 
following troop housing insert “family housing.” ‘The money remains 
the same. 

The, Cuamman. Where is it ?: 

Mr. Ketiener. On line 23, following the words “troop housing,” 
put in “family housing.” 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Lankrorp. On line 19, S17 36,000 is cut out ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir; all of lines 18 and 19 are stricken. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now get back on page 7. Without objection it is agreed to. 

Now the Alaskan area, on page 7 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. It is rewritten. 
Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 
The Cuatrman, All right. Read how we have rewritten. 
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Mr. Keriener. On page 7, strike lines 3 through 10 and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

Alaska general. Eillson Air Force Base, Fort Greely, Ladd Air Force Base, 
Fort Richardson, and tactical installations. Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, family housing and utilities, $4,143,000. 

Mr. Rivers. What are you cutting out? 

Mr. Ketreuer. All of the housing was stricken, and it would have 
left the somewhat anomalous sitaution of hi aving family housing 
without any money amount following it. So it was all grouped into 
a single—— 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, where is Greely ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That used to be called Big Delta, I think. 

Mr. Bares. That is what I thought. 

Mr. Bares. What was the one at Nome? 

Mr. Ketxiener. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bares. I just wondered if this is it. 

Mr. Ketxiruer. I could find out for you. 

Mr. Bares. We have an Army base up at Nome. 

Mr. Ketxeuer. I think it is closed. 

Mr. Bares. I hope this is not it. 

Mr. Ketiener. Greely is not it. 

The CHarmman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Then that brings us down as far as the Army is concerned to page 
8. 

We strike out $10 million and substitute $9 million. That is on 
page 8, line 2 

T hen sec tion 103 we strike out in its entirety. 

Now, that brings us down to page 12, at Fort Jackson. We add 
$10 million—we strike out—we put an item in there for $10,400,000 
for the building of the hospital at Fort Jackson. 

Mr. Ketiener. We actually add $5,400,000, making it $10,400,000. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Where is it? 

Mr. Keiitener. This would follow line 17 on page 12. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. All right. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Kelleher, that finished the Army. 

Mr. Ketiener. One other, Mr. Chairman, please. On page 13, 
line 22 

The Cuatrman. That is just a change in the figures. 

Mr. Keitiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. That i is all. We just change all the figures. 

Mr. Rivers. That is just the total. 

Mr. Keuiener. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Now, what is the result of the committee’s reduc- 
tions on the Army’s items? 

Mr. Keviener. About $19 million, Mr. Chairman, 

The Cuatrman. $19 million. 

Now who is here from the Army ? 

Mr. Kretiener. General Shuler is here, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. General, will you please come around. 

Now, General, you heard and are familiar with the changes we 
are making i in the bill. From the military standpoint, do you think 
you can get along pretty well with this public works bill as far as 
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the Army is concerned? Are you being hurt by the—is the defense 
of the country being in any way hurt or jeopardized by what we have 
done ? 

General SHuter. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. I don’t want to embarrass you, but 

General Suuter. Mr, Chairman, we recognize the wisdom of this 
committee and the fact that you have given it thorough and careful 
consideration. Naturally, we feel that the program we requested is 
a minimum program and that every project in it is a good project. 

Off the record-—— 

(Further statement off the record.) 

General Suuter. Back on the record. I bow to the wisdom of this 
committee, and I think we can probably get along, sir. We won’t 
be able to get along as well as we hoped. 

The Cuarrman. All right. I think this: As I said to the members 
of the committee when we started off, after we studied this bill, you 
made a very, very tight bill. I don’t think the $19 million reduction 
out—how much was his total amount? 

Mr. KeiLener. $323 million. 

What is your total ? 

General Sauer. $323 million—— 

The CHairMAn. $323 million 

Mr. Keiiteuer. Actually, Mr. Chairman, it is only a $7 million 
money reduction. 

The Cuairman. That is right. Because, you see, we are following 
the pattern set by the Appropriations Committee on these family 
houses. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It shows up here, but in the long run we haven’t 

saved a penny. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Thank you, General, very much. 

I want to compliment you and the Department on your cooperation 
and the splendid manner in which you presented your various items. 

General Suuter. Thank you, sir. 

The CuHatrmMan. Now that comes to the Navy. 

Now let’s see about the Navy now. First is on page 16, Long 
Beach. We reduced it from $4,660,000 to $1,500,000. 

Now, then, we passed over the Navy Shipyard, Portsmouth, N. H. 
Medical facilities, $391,000. I don’t know 

Mr. Ketiener. That was a consolidated dispensary and Mr. Philbin 
at that time asked that it not be put out of the bill, but rather put 
over for the time being, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Oh, I recall it now. They are consolidating the dis- 
pensary and the 

Mr. Ketiener. Dental clinic. 

The CuatrMan. Dental clinic 

Mr. Bares. You have a very dangerous situation up there, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Let that item stay in the bill. Without objection, 
we will let the item stay in. 

Wait 1 minute. Now let’s go around the fleet bases. There is noth- 
ing in there. 
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Now we strike out, on page 17, the naval air station, Chincoteague, 
Va., $2,818,000. 

Mr. Bares. What page? 

Mr. Keiiener. 17, lines 20 and 21. 

The Cuarmman. Without objection, that is stricken. 

Mr. Devereux. What happened to the Navy yard at Long Beach ? 

The Cuarmman. We have reduced it to $1,500,000. 

Mr. Devereux. Did we get a report? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir, we got the report from the subcommittee. 
That was the recommendation of the subcommittee. 

Now, on page 18, the naval seaplane facilities. I have changed the 
name to Harvey Point, instead of Hertford, because that is the pre- 
vious designation it had. 

Mr. Witson. Whose point ? 

The Cuatrman. And we reduced the money to $5,728,000. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Is that Harvey Point or Hardy’s Point. [Laugh- 
ter. | 
Mr. Keiiener. Another change in there, interior change, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CrairmMan. Wait 1 minute, Let there be order. We are writ- 
ing the bill now. 

Mr. Ketiener. When the committee considered this item, Mr. 
Chairman, it struck certain items totaling $2,323,000. The Depart- 
ment felt that these items were more essential than some others and 
asks that the record be corrected. 

The Cuarrman. We are changing the back up in the book on this 
piece ? 

Mr. Ketrener. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. That is all we are doing. We struck out certain 
items, but the sum of money is the same. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. They want barracks, messhall, 
and BOQ with mess stricken, rather than the items that were stricken. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Brooxs. What did you do with that Bonner project, at Harvey’s 
Point? 

The CHarrMAN. $5,728,000. 

Now, then, we strike out the naval air facilities at San Diego because 
we haven't yet developed—this is merely a postponement. Just as soon 
as we developed the Seamaster and get it in operation, why, we will 
have 2 on the east coast and 1 on the west coast. The 1 on the west 
coast goes to San Diego, and the 1 on the east coast goes to Harvey 
Point, N.C. 

Now we reduce the naval air station at Whidbey Island down to $9,- 
365,000. That is on page 19, line 10. 

Mr. Bares. Whidbey Island. 

Mr. Wizson. Oh. 

The Cuarman. Then the Marine Corps station, FE] Toro, Calif. You 
reduce that down to $1,620,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. I believe not, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes; $116,000 struck out. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. It is not $3,620,000. 

The Cuarrman. It is $3,736,000. The book says $3,736,000, and we 
reduced it to $3,620,000. 
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Mr, Keiiener. Right; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. We strike out $116,000. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now the Marine Corps station at Mojave; we re- 
duce that to $3,218,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. We also strike some language there, Mr. Chairman, 
“Operational facilities, utilities, and” comes out. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Now, on page 20 we passed over 
Point Mugu, Calif., $7,669,000. The recommendation was that we 
reduce this item to $3,469,000. 

Mr. Keener. It is entirely stricken now, Mr. Chairman, along 
with Chincoteague. 

The CHarrman., Oh, that is right. That goes out. 

Mr. Wison. Is it postponed or just stricken ¢ 

The CuatrmMan. Well, it is postponed. It is in the same category. 
All of these will come back up here next year. 

Mr. Ketiener. Postponed. 

The Cuarrman. Now we will insert on line 11, “Towers Field, $3,- 
200,000.” And a subcommittee is to be appointed, or has been ap- 
pointed 

Mr. Keiiener. Has been. 

The Cuatrman. Who is on the subcommittee ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Kilday, Mr. Lankford, and Mr. Cole. 

The Cuarmman, All right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. And Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Ketitener. And Mr. Devereux. 

The Cuarmman. That is right; General Devereux. That finishes 
that page. Now, on page 21, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N. C. 
We reduce that down to $4,256,000. Now, that finishes that. Now, on 
page 22, I have the Naval Academy—we put that back in. 

(Mr. Ke_iener nods.) 

The Cuarrman. That is right; we put that back in. It will stand 
at $1,602,000. Now, I have here the naval radio station, Washington 
County, Maine. There is $13,982,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. That was placed back in again, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. $13 million 

Mr. Keviener. $13,982,000. It remains the same. 

The Cuarrman, All right. Nothing on page 23. 

Page 24 is all right. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Page 24 has one change, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. What is it? 

Mr. Keiiener. On line 3, strike the money and insert “$1,005,000.” 
Housing came out. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes; that is right. How much was that? 

Mr. Ketiener. The new figure will be $1,005,000. 

The CuarrmMan. Allright. Now, then 

Mr. Ketiener. And, on line 15, Mr. Chairman, the $13,778,000 will 
be stricken and $1,793,000 will be put in there. 

Housing, again. 

The CHatrMaNn. $1 million what ? 

Mr. Kewiener. 793. 

Mr. Brooks. Where is that ? 
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Mr. Keiiener. That is on line 15, Mr. Brooks. It is page 24, line 
15. Strike “$13,778,000,” and insert “$1,793,000.” The housing 
money was deleted. 

The Cuamman. That is right. Now, that brings us down to page 
25. Now, I have here naval communications station— 

Mr. Ketiener. Just insert the word “troop” before “housing,” that 
is the only amendment there, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cratrman. On line 20. We put in the word “troop.” 

Mr. Kettener. Yes, sir—make it “troop housing” instead of just 
“housing.” 

The Cuarrman. Troop housing. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if it would be appropriate 
to have a little bit of an explanation on this reduction of over $10 
million for the naval station in Argentia. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

It represents 378 units of family housing that still will be built, 
but out of previous authority. 

Mr. Wuson. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Thisis an authorization bill, you see. 

That brings us down to page 26, section 203. We strike that out in 
its entirety. 

Mr. Ketiener. Before that, Mr. Chairman, on line 22, the 67 million 
plus 

The CuarrMan. Oh, yes; that is right. 

Mr. Smart. Becomes what ? 

The CuatrmMan. Now, $67,490,000. We reduce that 

Mr. Ketienuer. To $65,091,000. 

The Cuatrman. $65 million what ? 

Mr. Keixener. $65,091,000. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Then we strike out section 203. Then we will change the figures. 

And that finishes the—— 

Mr. Ketirner. Page 31, Mr. Chairman, following line 15, a change 
will be made in the Naval Shipyard, Charleston, $. C. Forty-three 
thousand dollars was added. An amendment of previous law. 

The Cuarrman. Then that makes it, instead of $8,196,000. 

Mr. Ketieuer. It isanentirely new item. Shall I read it? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kettener. Under the subheading “Shipyard Facilities” with 
respect to the Naval Shipyard, Charleston, S. C., strike out “$148,000”, 
and insert in place thereof “$191,000”, 

Mr. Wuson. What page is that ? 

Mr. Ketiener. This does not—— 

The Cuatrman. This isa new item. 

Mr. Ketiener. This is a new item which will follow line 15, page 31. 

The Cuarrman. It was cleared by the budget, and was sent up here 
during the hearings. 

Mr. Keiieuer. That is right. 

And some other totals are changed on account of that. 

The Cyarrman. All right; change all the figures. To sum up, 
what was the accomplishment for the Navy ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Roughly $45 million. 

The Cuamman. $45 million. Now, how much was the Air Force? 
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Mr. Kettener. Roughly $70 million. 

The Cuarrman. $70 million. That makes a total of how much ? 

Mr. Bates. $134 million. 

Mr. Keiiener. $134 million. 

The CuatrMan. $134 million. 

Well, that is a pretty good record. 

Now, members of the committee, I will reintroduce this bill as soon 
as Mr. Kelleher can get it prepared. Got any more amendments or 
anything ? 

fr. Ketiener. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then I will ask the committee to consider the new 
bill on next Tuesday. 

I ask all of you to be here. We will have a rollcall vote. Then I 
will try to arrange to get a hearing before the rules committee as early 
as possible. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. Unfortunately, I couldn’t be here yesterday and I 
talked to Mr. Kilday later and he said he offered an amendment yes- 
terday. Do you have that amendment he offered ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; I have a copy of it. 

Mr. Arenps. Which I thought was a splendid amendment when we 
discussed it. 

The Cuarrman. The amendment is all right. 

Mr. Arenps. I agree with that. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, is there any way we can approve it 
today? Because you have a nice quorum here. 

The CHairman. We can’t vote on it now because I must have a new 
bill and a new number. I am sorry, we can’t vote on it today. We 
will have to have a full attendance on Tuesday. 

Mr. Rivers. When do you plan to have it on the floor? 

The CHatrmMan. Just as soon as we can. 

Now, members of the committee, Mr. Brooks’ subcommittee, Mr. 
Kilday’s subcommittee, and Mr. Durham’s subcommittee, as well, as 
Mr. Rivers, subcommittee, can now take up what matters are now 
pending before them. There are one or two other bills that will 
require the consideration of the full committee. 

Thank all the departments, and thank the witnesses and thank 
all the members of the committee. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, Subcommittee No. 1 will meet tomor- 
row morning to take up several bills. 

The CHatrman. Oh. Wait one minute. 

We have a witness. 

Who is here—some witness from the Farm Bureau. Mr. Matt 
Triggs, assistant legislative director of the American Farm Bureau. 

Mr. Triees. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee. 

The CuatrmMan. What do you want to advise in regard to? 

Mr. Trices. The subject I would like to speak to is the valuation of 
land acquired by defense departments by eminent domain authority 
or under threat of eminent domain authority. 

The CHarrMANn. You mean the valuation on land that is condemned ? 

Mr. Triaas. Yes, sir. 








2300 


The Cuatmrman. Well, what have we to do with that? 

That is a matter that is left entirely to the discretion of a local jury. 

Mr. Triaes. Well, it is at the moment, sir. 

We are sugg gesting a matter for the committee to consider in this 
connection. 

The Cuarrman. All right; we will be glad to hear you briefly. 

Mr. Trices. Well, the problem is simply this. It is our belief that 
in the great majority of instances a farmer whose land is taken by a 
Federal agency—the defense departments, or other departments—by 
condemnation or by threat of condemnation, that the farmer is not 
made whole as a result of the procedures currently followed. 

An individual whose land is condemned suffers various losses that 
are not compensated for under such statutes. These losses are often 
difficult to assess, but are nonethelesss real and pecuniary in nature. 

And I have listed in our statement some of the losses that we con- 
sider to be important in this connection. 

First, the machinery the farmer owns may not be suitable to the 
operation of the new farm which the farmer acquires. He therefore 
suffers a loss in the value to him of the farm machinery he owns, and 
may need to buy other or additional machinery which he did not 
need on the farm he has disposed of. 

Second, if the farmer is not able to find a suitable farm by the time 
he is dispossessed or even in many instances where he has acquired 
another farm, he may find it necessary to dispose of some or all of his 
livestock, poultry, grain, hay, equipment, and so on. 

Since these items are most valuable as part of a going business such 
forced sale may represent a substantial loss. 

Third, every farmer becomes experienced at handling a particular 
farm. This involves a knowledge of its particular soils, and how they 
should be handled, the crops and practices that are best suited to the 
farm, and so on. When a farmer must move to another farm, con- 
siderable losses are often sustained in gaining experience as to how 
such farm should best be managed. 

4, Substantial costs are often involved in finding a farm. While 
military departments pay direct ascertainable costs of purchasing a 
new farm such costs of appraisals, surveys, title searches, and so forth, 
they do not pay many incidental costs such as the value of the time 
devoted to such effort, travel costs, et cetera. 

5. The price of land that prevailed in a community when buyers 
are few is often no longer the price which prevails in the same com- 
munity when a Federal agency undertakes a land-acquisition program, 
because the number of buyers increases and competition for farms 
forces the going price up. Many farmers are therefore unable to 
acquire comparable land at the price at which they have disposed of 
nee land to a Government agency. 

The price of land has been rising steadily. Due to the time lag 
oo involved this is another reason why it is commonly difficult for 
a farmer to acquire comparable land at the price he has received from 
a Federal agency. 

7. A farmer who must move his operations elsewhere will often 
suffer a loss of the trained and experienced personnel that have made 
his farm a profitable concern. This is particularly the case if any lapse 
of time is involved. Substantial costs may be sustained in recruiting 
and training new employees. .All of these costs and losses will not be 
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present in each and every instance, but some of these and other intan- 
gible losses and costs will be present in the great majority of instances. 

In brief, the costs of disrupting an existing farm operation and 
reestablishing a farm operation on some other location are significant, 
and are not compensated for by the Federal Government. 

The difficulty of placing a valuation on such intangible losses does 
not absolve the Federal Government of responsibility for fair and 
equitable treatment of landowners whose land is condemned. 

In the great majority of cases, we believe that the farmer is substan- 
tially less well off after he has reestablished himself on another farm 
than he was prior to the taking of his farm by a Federal agency. 

A price which is entirely fair and equitable when negotiated between 
a willing buyer and a willing seller, will not normally be a fair and 
equitable price to an unwilling seller. 

The underlying principle of condemnation practice would seem to 
properly be—that a person whose ewes is involuntarily taken 
should be, at least pecuniarily, as well off after such taking as he was 
prior to such taking. 

The concept that the market price that a willing seller is ready 
to accept is a price that will make an unwilling seller “whole” is, in 
our view, erroneous. 

Now, it will be recalled that Congress, and this committee, dealt 
with this issue in the military public works bill, enacted on July 14, 
1952. I don’t need to read the statute, but merely point out that it 
did authorize the payment of actual moving costs. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

It was a very liberal law we passed, was it not ? 

Mr. Tricas. So far as the moving costs are concerned, Mr. Chair- 
man, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, that law is still in effect. 

Mr. Tricas. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. On all acquisitions this law is followed. 

Mr. Trices. And the regulations that have been issued by the De- 
fense Department. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Triecs. Are summarized here. We comment in this connection. 

It will be noted that these regulations provide for reimbursement 
of barebones cash expenditures for acquiring and moving to a new 
farm. They do not include any portion of the various kinds of costs, 
and losses listed in the early portion of this statement. 


RECOMMENDATION 


We therefore wish to recommend, in the interest of farmers whose 
land may in the future be subject to Federal acquisition, that legis- 
lation be enacted to provide for a more equitable principle of valua- 
tion. 

The simple procedure would be to draft and enact a set of princi- 
ples to be given consideration by the courts in determining land valua- 
tions. But this approach is not available to us, because the question 
of just compensation is a judicial question, and because the courts 
have established a principle (which we have argued is not an equitable 
principle) that just compensation is the market value, that is, the price 
a Willing seller is ready to accept. 
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Any remedy must, therefore, be in the form of an additional award, 
pursuant to statute approved by Congress. 

As at least, a point of departure we would like to suggest the fol- 
lowing new section to be incorporated in H. R. 7130. 

We would suggest it read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Secretary of 
the Air Force are, respectively, authorized, under regulations approved by the 
Secretary of Defense, to reimburse the owners and tenants of land to be acquired 
for any public-works project of the military department concerned, for expenses 
and other losses and damages incurred by such owners and tenants, respectively, 
as a result of being required to liquidate any farming business conducted on 
such land, of moving their families and possessions elsewhere, and of getting 
started in a new farming business, which reimbursement shall be actual costs 
of moving (including insurance and storage) of themselves, their families and 
possessions, and this is the new idea, plus 25 percent of the market value of 
the land as determined either by negotiated agreement or by condemnation pro- 
ceedings, which shall be in addition to but not in duplication of any payments 
that may otherwise be provided by law. Any funds appropriated pursuant to any 
Act authorizing civil or military public-works projects for any military depart- 
ment, to the extent available, may be used for the purposes specified above. The 
authority concerned by this section shall be delegated by the Secretary of the 
military department concerned to such responsible officers or employees as he 
may determine. All functions performed under this Section shall be exempt 
from the operation of the Administrative Procedure Act of June 11, 1946, as 
amended, except as to the requirements of Section 3 of such Act. 

I think that is all of the proposal I need read. 

Now, we appreciate that the Federal Government buys a vast 
assortment of different kinds of property, both real and personal, 
as well as easements and rights in property. It may well be that a 
similar inequity may exist in connection with the ac quisition of prop- 
erty other than farmland and perhaps for some of the same reasons. 

We can readily appreciate that the complexity of the problem and 
the difficulties involved in devising a formula that will provide com- 
parable treatment across the board—may well be a factor that has 
prevented action by the Armed Services Committees in the past, and 
which may give them pause in the present. 

In this connection may we submit the following argument: 

1. So far as the American Farm Bureau Federation is concerned, 
we appear here to represent the problems of farmers. We have no 
authority nor do we wish to represent other kinds of property owners. 

2. Respectfully, we submit that a substantial injury is being done 
to farmers each time the Federal Government acquires farmland under 
the present statutory authority ; and is, the pecuniary position of farm- 
ers after taking of their land is not as good as it was prior to such 
takine. 

3. There is a way to minimize such injury so far as farmers are 
concerned. The method proposed may or may not be applicable to 
owners of other types of property subject to involuntary acquisition 
by the Federal Government. 

4. It is of course desirable that a formula be found that is generally 
applicable. But the correction of an inequity to some should not be 
denied or deferred because of the difficulty of finding a formula appli- 
cable to all. 

We do not suggest that the proposal we have suggested will result in 
entire equity in all circumstances. In many respects it would be 
preferable to indicate in legislation the nature of the losses to be con- 
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sidered and to leave the amount to be carefully ascertained in indi- 
vidual cases. 

But this alternative proposal would in the final analysis leave some 
individual in the armed services with the final authority to decide how 
much should be approved. Furthermore, the character of the losses to 
be recognized, while pecuniary in nature, are not readily determinable 
as to amount. 

Asa result of our study of the question, and a debate of the question 
by our board of directors, we have developed the proposal outlined 
above. It is our view this is about as good a solution to the problem 
as is available. 

There may, however, be some alternative approach that will accom- 
plish the objective—and it is the objective that we consider to be 
important. 

But we do respectfully submit that an injustice is being done to 
many individuals under the present statute, and respectfully recom- 
mend your consideration of our recommendation as a means of 
alleviating such injustices that may be involved. 

The Cuairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Triggs. 

This is a very important subject. In 1952, during the consideration 
of the Public Law 534 the committee wrote this section that you have 
referred to, section 401. No doubt, the matter needs further study, 
and consideration. I think it is of such importance that I would be 
warranted in asking that a subcommittee look into this matter, and 
make a report and have hearings on it. I therefore will appoint 
Mr. Brooks, Mr. Durham, Mr. Rivers, Mr. Arends, Mr. Bray, and 
Mr. Reece as a subcommittee to give consideration to this entire subject 
matter and see if the facts and circumstances warrant a change of 
section 401 today. 

I am very glad that you brought it to our attention, because if you 
see the letters the committee gets from people whose lands are taken 
either by negotiation or condemnation, you would sympathize with the 
owners sitting back in Georgia or Oklahoma, or anywhere in this 
country having their homes taken away from them. 

It is a matter that should be dealt with most carefully and fair 
treatment must be accorded to the owners of these various properties 
that we are forced to take in the interest of the defense of the Nation. 

So I am going to ask this subeommittee—Mr. Brooks, Mr. Durham, 
Mr. Rivers, Mr. Arends, Mr. Bray, and Mr. Reece. And I will appoint 
Mr. Kelleher, as the staff member. You gentlemen look into this 
matter and report back to the full committee, as early as the facts 
and circumstances warrant. 

Mr. Devereux. May I ask one question ? 

The CuarrMan. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Of the witness. 

Under such circumstance, where there is a condemnation proceed- 
ings and so on, does the individual have to pay a capital-gains tax 
on his profits / 

The CuamrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

Mr. Trices. But there are circumstances, in which he can avoid the 
capital-gains tax if he reinvests the money in a certain period. 

Mr. Deverecx. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

I am trying to develop—— 
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Mr. Brooks. Within a year. 

Mr. Trices. Yes. 

Mr. Deverevx. I wanted to get that straight. If a person loses 
his farm or sells his farm, he can then reestablish his homestead 
within the year, and not pay any capital-gains tax, at least I am so 
informed. But the rest of the operation of his farm and the rest of 
the land and all he must pay his capital-gains tax upon; is that right, 
or not ? 

Mr. Triccs. Well, as I understand it, section 1033 of the Internal 
Revenue Code provides that money received from the sale of property 
by involuntary conv ersion, by “condemnation or threat of condemna- 
tion thereof,” shall not be considered to be income for tax: able purposes 
if used to purchase “other property similar or related in service or 
use to the property so converted” if the taxpayer so elects and such 
purchase is made within 1 year after the close of the taxable year in 
which the conversion is realized. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you very much indeed. 

The Cwarrman. I think that is a nice way to handle this matter. 

These are very competent members of the committee, and they will 
make a report. 

Mr. Brooks. What section is that ? 

Mr. Trices. That is section 1033 of the Internal Revenue Code. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, members of the committee, that disposes of 
all the business on this bill. 

We will take a recess until Tuesday morning. 

(At 11:05 a. m., the committee adjourned.) 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVIC! ES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, June 25,1987. 

The committee met at 10, Hon. Carl Vinson, mada of the 
committee, presiding. 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, we have the Assistant Secretary of the 
Department of Army this morning, our distinguished colleague, Mr. 
Short, who desires to make a statement with reference to a matter that 
does not require any legislation, but to keep the committee informed 
about what is going on, about certain facts. 

Mr. Secretar ry, W rill you please come around ¢ 

Now, Mr. Secretary, the committee will be glad to have you submit 
any matter that you so desiretodo. Glad to have you here. 

Secretary Snort. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, this 
may be carrying coals to Newcastle, though I think under existing law 
the Secretary of the Army has the authori ity to negotiate the proposed 
contract I shall briefly discuss. 

We feel over in the Department of Defense that we should keep this 
committee as well as the Armed Services Committee in the Senate, 
advised particularly whenever we take a very important step that 
vitally affects the defense of the Nation. 

I do wish to thank you and members of the committee for this 
opportunity to appear before you to bring to your attention a matter 
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of not only utmost urgency, and that is the proposed construction of a 
bridge across the Narrows in New York Father: 

In presenting this project we are in the unusual position of asking 
for neither authorization nor funds. Knowing of this committee’s 
vital interest in all important matters affecting the Army, we desire 
to fully inform you of the project as it affects ‘Army facilities. 

Under existing authority contained in the easement statutes and 
title II of the First War Power Act, the Secretary of the Army intends 
to enter into a contract with the New York Port Authority and the 
Triborough Bridge and Tunnel Authority which will permit these 
authorities to use Army land at Fort Hamilton and Fort Wadsworth 
in construction of approaches to this bridge. 

I might say that title II of the First War Power Act expires the 
30th of this month. I think the House perhaps has voted to extend 
that authority. The Senate hasn’t acted. 

But in order to have a valid and legal contract, the Secretary of 
the Army must really act before the expiration of this statute. 

The Narrows Bridge between Brooklyn and Staten Island in New 
York City will be a double- deck suspension bridge carrying 12 lanes 
of traffic. 

Construction of the bridges and immediate approaches will cost the 
authorities in excess of $3800 million. The agreement proposed to be 
entered into will grant the authorities perpetual easements over 37 
acres of land at Fort Hamilton and 24 acres of land at Fort Wads- 
worth. By the Army making this land available, the authorities will 
save on an estimated $20 million in the overall cost of the project, 
but even more significant is the fact that it removes otherwise insur- 
mountable opposition of residents of the fashionable Bay Ridge section 
of Brooklyn. 

The bridge will gr eatly facilitate national defense by providing a 
vehicular crossing of New York Harbor—they have to fer erry now— 
by providing another means of communication between port facil- 
ities in Brooklyn and on Staten Island; and by providing another 
major civilian evacuation route in the event of emergency. 

The signing of this contract culminates 214 years sof negotiations to 
arrive at a solution which would be mutually acceptable and beneficial 
to the Department of the Army and the authorities. 

And I think the contract will redound to the benefit of both. The 
basic concept of the Army in the negotiations was that the Army must 
be kept “whole” with no impairment or interruption of mission and 
without any cost to the Government. It was determined that none of 
the missions of the two affected installations could be dispensed with 
but that certain functions could and should be transferred elsewhere 
if the bridge was to be built. 

The per sonnel center mission of Fort Hamilton is indispensable to 
the efficient operation of the Brooklyn Army Terminal for which it 
annually processes in excess of 400,000 individuals, the majority of 
which are either going to or returning from Europe. 

Other missions of Fort Hamilton including furnishing normal logis- 
tical support and services to units, activities ¢ and indiv iduals, including 
dependents, stationed at or in the vicinity of the installation. This 
support includes family housing for over 700 families, 685 of which 
are housed in existing Wherry housing units. 
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Fort Hamilton also contains a 2,000-man United States Army Re- 
serve center, the largest such facility built by the Army. The only 
current function at Fort Hamilton which can and will be transferred 
elsewhere is one antiaircraft battery tactical facility. 

Construction of the bridge will cause several activities currently 
located at Fort Wadsworth to be functionally displaced; however, it 
will still retain such units as an antiaircraft gr oup headquarters, an 
antiaircraft battalion headquarters, and sign: 1] service units as well as 
an antiaircraft battery tactical facility. 

Fort Wadsworth also has the mission of furnishing logistical sup- 
port and services to units, activities, and individuals, including de- 
pendents, stationed at or in the vicinity of the installation on the Staten 
Island or New Jersey side of the bay. 

This installation contains one of the few parcels of land controlled 
by the Army in the New York City area which can be used for expan- 
sion. 

Current plans call for erection of 120 Capehart housing units during 
fiscal year 1958. Fort Wadsworth also contains the “only suitable 
Army-owned terrain in the New York City area for outdoor multiple- 
drill training reserve, armor and engineer construction, and heavy 
equipment units. 

Functions which can and will be transferred elsewhere are the Army 
Communications Administrative Network (ACAN) and the Anti- 
aircraft Operations Center of the New York defense area, both of 
which will not be able to operate in close proximity to a large steel 
structure such as the bridge. Present engineer and signal field main- 
tenance shops will also be transferred elsewhere. 

Basically, the proposed contract agreement with the authorities 
provides that the Department of the Army will grant the authorities 
the perpetual easements mentioned above and that the authorities, 
at their sole expense and without cost to the Government will remove, 
relocate, demolish, construct, reconstruct, provide all facilities, and 
per form all work nec essary to keep the Army “whole.” They will 
also procure and lease to the Government for 99 years at nominal 
rental 10.82 acres of Dyker Beach Park adjacent to Fort Hamilton; 
151.48 acres at Bullville, N. Y., for ACAN facilities; and 38.11 acres 
at Oyster Bay, Long Island, for an antiaircraft battery tactical 
facility. 

The plans agreed to by the authorities provide replacement facili- 
ties for all current missions of these installations at an estimated cost 
of $21 million to the authorities but at no cost to the Government. A 
total of 208 buildings or improvements with a building area of 885,000 
square feet will be demolished. 

Including will be 90 temporary World War I and II buildings 
and obsolete coast-artillery fortifications. These facilities will be 
replaced by 107 modern permanent buildings or improvements with 
a building area of 877,000 square feet. Including in this replacement 
figure is the rehabilitation of ~~ squ: ire feet of space in existing 
buildings : at Fort Hancock, N.. 

In closing, I would like to adeatien some of the advantages to 
the Army in this project. The Army will be getting new, modern 
facilities to replace temporary and antiquated facilities without any 
cost to the Government; obsolete coast-artillery fortifications now 
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useless and occupying very vi aluable land will be demolished; the 
defense of the New York City area will be facilitated by erection of 
the bridge particularly as pertains to the operations of the antiair- 
craft defenses and the Brooklyn Army Terminal, which, in time of 
emergency, must extend onto Staten island: and finally the agree- 
ment provides for toll-free use of the bridge by military convoys of 
three or more vehicles. 

I have attempted to summarize very briefly, Mr. Chairman, the 
significant features of this contract agreement. If you or any of 
the members have any questions to ask, we will be happy to try to 
answer them. 

The CuatrMan. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Now members of the committee, the Secretary has the authority 
under the First War Powers Act to enter into this contract, and 
he proposes to do so between now and next July or by the 30th of 
June. 

The whole purpose is to acquaint the committee with the facts 
of the contract which the Assistant Secretary has so ably presented 
to you this morning. 

It is not necessary for the committee to comment by any act, either 
approve it or disapprove it. 

he Secretary is clearly within his legal authority to make the 
contract. 

Secretary Suorr. I wish to say that Secretary Brucker is very 
sorry that he could not appear personally this morning, but he is 
tied up in another important conference, and I appeared in his stead. 

The Cnatrman. I suggest to the reporter that he make a record of 
this so it can be filed in the committee room. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask him one question, Mr, ¢ ‘hairman ? 

Secretary Suort. Yes, sir? 

Mr. Rivers. The connecting of these two pieces of Government 
property with the bridge whic h you have referred to would not make 
any classified activities : available to the public that would not other- 
wise be made available ? 

Secretary Suorr. No, no. That is a very good question, but it 
would not. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman? 

The Crarrman. Mr. Osmers. 

Mr. Osmers. I would like to comment on that for the benefit of the 
committee. I think I have the only district that is right in the Metro- 
politan New York area. 

I want to say that this is a very vital part of a $1 billion plan to 
open up all of the traffic arteries going in and out of New York City. 

T think the Secretary should be commended for promptly conclud- 
ing this contract, and making this very great public work proceed. 

The CuarrmMan. And you can observe from the statement by the 
Assistant Secretary that the interest of the Government has been well 
protected in this transaction. 

Secretary Suort. I can assure you that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crareman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. It is a 
pleasure to have had you here this morning. 


86066—57—No. 86——-57 
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Now members of the committee, we call up H. R. 8240, the public- 
works bill, to authorize certain construction at military installations, 
and for other purposes. 


(H. R. 8240, 85th Cong., 1st sess. ] 
A BILL To authorize certain construction at military installations, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, 


TITLE I 


Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military instal- 
lations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, ap- 
purtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 
(Ordnance Corps) 


Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Troop housing, $2,288,000. 

Anniston Ordnance Depot, Alabama: Utilities, $2,015,000. 

Jet propulsion laboratory, California: Utilities, $130,000. 

Savanna Ordnance Depot, Illinois: Supply facilities, and utilities, $758,000. 

Sioux Ordnance Depot, Nebraska: Maintenance facility, $249,000. 

White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research and development facilities, storage facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, 
$16,530,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 


Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facility, land acquisition, and 
utilities, $595,000. 

New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Operational facilities, and 
utilities, $464,000. 

Fort Lee, Virginia: Operational facility, storage facilities, hospital facility, 
troop housing, and utilities, $6,229,000. 

Seattle Quartermaster Market Center, Washington: Land acquisition, $40,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Operational facilities, and utilities, $110,- 
000. 

Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational facility, and land acquisition, 
$95,000. 

(Chemical Corps) 


Fort Detrick, Maryland: Utilities, $627,000. 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Troop housing, $54,000. 


(Signal Corps) 
Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, $1,936,000. 
(Corps of Engineers) 

Cold regions laboratory, Hanover, New Hampshire: Research and develop- 
ment facility, $2,496,000. 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Operational facilities, training facility, and main- 
tenance facility, $1,654,000. 

Granite City Engineer Depot, Illinois: Utilities, $765,000. 


(Transportation Corps) 


Brooklyn Army Base, New York: Operational facilities, $1,169,000. 
Charleston TC Depot, South Carolina: Operational facilities, $306,000. 
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Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational facilities, troop housing, administrative 
facility, and utilities, $3,039,000. 
Oakland Army Base, California: Medical facility, $602,000. 


(Medical Corps) 






Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Colorado: Troop housing, $937,000. 
Walter Reed Medical Center, Washington, D. C.: Utilities, $1,920,000. 







FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 





(First Army Area) 














Fort Devens, Massachusetts: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $4,859,000. 
Fort Dix, New Jersey: Maintenance facilities, $303,000. 


(Second Army Area) 






A. P. Hill Military Reservation, Virginia : Troop housing, $153,000. 
Fort Knox, Kentucky: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, storage 
facilities, and utilities, $4,205,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland: Administrative facility, troop housing and 
community facilities, $2,652,000. 
Fort Ritchie, Maryland: Troop housing, $820,000. 


(Third Army Area) 


Fort Benning, Georgia: Operational facilities, and maintenance facilities, 
$1,583,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Operational and maintenance facilities, $1,- 
051,000. 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
ground improvements, and utilities, $5,117,000. 

Fort Rucker, Alabama: Operational facilities, and troop housing, $5,703,000. 
Fort Stewart, Georgia: Troop housing, $3,691,000. 










(Fourth Army Area) 


Fort Bliss, Texas: Operational facilities, training facilities, maintenance fa- 
cilities, storage facilities, medical facility, administrative facilities, troop housing, 
community facilities, and utilities, $7,704,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Operational facilities, training facilities, administrative 
facility, maintenance facilities, community facility, and utilities, $2,362,000. 

Fort Polk, Louisiana: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, troop 
housing, and utilities, $7,734,000. 

Fort Sam Houston, Texas: Acquisition of land and improvements, $675,000. 












(Fifth Army Area) 


Fort Carson, Colorado: Utilities, $1,049,000. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Utilities, $336,000. 

Fort Riley, Kansas: Operational facility, maintenance facility, and troop 
housing, $2,525,000. 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri: Troop housing, $4,663,000. 






(Sixth Army Area) 











Fort Lewis, Washington: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, ad- 
ninistrative facilities, community facility, and utilities, $1,487,000. 

Fort Ord, California: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, troop 
housing, and utilities, $5,231,000. 








(Military Academy ) 





United States Military Academy, West Point, New York: Utilities, $1,666,000. 
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(Armed Forces Special Weapons) 


Various installations: Operational facility, community facilities, and utilities, 


$1,056,000. 
(Tactical Installations Support Facilities) 


Various locations: Operational facility, maintenance facilities, administrative 
facilities, storage facilities, community facilities, troop housing, family hous- 
ing, and utilities, $8,466,000. 


(OvuTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES) 
(Alaskan Area) 


Alaska general, Eielson Air Force Base, Fort Greely, Ladd Air Force Base, 
Fort Richardson, and tactical installations: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, family housing, and utilities, $4,143,000. 


(Pacific Command Area) 
Tripler Army Hospital, Hawaii: Medical facilities, $154,000. 


(Caribbean Command Area) 


ore 


Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico: Community facility, and utilities, $273,000. 
Fort Gulick, Canal Zone: Community facility, $289,000. 


(United States Army, Europe) 
Various locations: Maintenance facilities, and storage facilities, $20,754,000. 
(Army Forces Far East) 


Various installations: Operational facilities, training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, storage facilites, troop housing, community facilities, administrative 
facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $9,000,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop classified mili- 
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabil- 
itating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, in a total 
amount of $143,002,000. 

Sec. 103. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to purchase out of appro- 
priations available for military construction family housing including neces- 
sary land at, or near, military tactical installations for assignment as public 
quarters to military personnel and their dependents. Not more than 300 units 
of such housing may be purchased under this section. Space limitations per 
unit will be in accordance with subsections (a), (b), and (c) of section 4774 
of title 10, United States Code, and cost limitations as now or hereafter estab- 
lished for military housing constructed with appropriated funds. 

Sec. 104. (a) Public Law 209, EFighty-third Congress, is amended, under the 
heading ““CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 101, as follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)” 
with respect to Red River Arsenal, Texas, strike out $1,808,000" and insert in 
place thereof “$2,212,000.” 

(b) Public Law 209, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$44,003,000” and “$133,- 
671,000” and inserting in place thereof “$44,407,000” and “$134,075,000”, re- 
spectively. 

Seco. 105. (a) Public Law 534, Bighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “ConTINENTAL UNITED StTarTes” in section 101, as follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Signal Corps)” with 
respect to Department of the Army transmitting station, vicinity of Camp 
Detrick, Maryland, strike out “$2,360,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$3,137,000.” 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Military Academy)” with 
respect to United States Military Academy, New York, strike out “$9,950,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$11,983,000.” 
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(b) Public Law 534, Highty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$129,096,000” and “$236,060,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$131,906,000” and “$238,870,000,” respectively. 

Sec. 106. (a) Public Law 161, Highty-fourth Congress, as amended, is 
amended under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED States” in section 101, as 
follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps) ”— 

(1) with respect to Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, strike out 
“$1,736,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,039,000.” 

(2) with respect to Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York, strike out 
“$129,000” and insert in place thereof “$212,000.” 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Quartermaster 
Corps)”—with respect to Fort Lee, Virginia, strike out “$8,589,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$9,874,000.” 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Chemical Corps)”— 

(1) with respect to Camp Detrick, Maryland, strike out “$452,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$525,000.” 

(2) with respect to Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, strike out “$1,129,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$1,491,000.” 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Transportation 
Corps)” 

(1) with respect to Brooklyn Army Base, New York, strike out “$1,- 
055,000” and insert in place thereof ‘‘$1,240,000”. 

(2) with respect to Fort Eustis, Virginia, strike out “$6,597,000” and in- 
sert in place thereof “$8,072,000”, 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES (Medical Corps)”— 

(1) with respect to Brooke Army Medical Center, Texas, strike out “$549,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$876,000”. 

(2) with respect to Madigan Army Hospital, Washington, strike out 
“$333,000” and insert in place thereof “$669,000”. 

(3) with respect to Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Co- 
lumbia, strike out “$3,557,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,472,000”. 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Second Army Area)”—with 
respect to Fort Holabird, Maryland, strike out “$612,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$800,000”. 

Under the subheading “FIELD Forces FACILITIES (Third Army Area)”—with 
respect to Camp Jackson, South Carolina, strike out “$5,000,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$10,400,000”. 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Fourth Army Area)’—with 
respect to Fort Hood, Texas, strike out “$12,922,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$14,283,000”. 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Fifth Army Area)”— 

(1) with respect to Fort Carlson, Colorado, strike out “$7,487,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$8,621,000”. 

2) with respect to Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, strike out “$8,615,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$9,983,000”. 

(3) with respect to Camp Lucas, Michigan, strike out “$145,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$193,000”. 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Armed Forces Special Weap- 
ons Project)’—with respect to various installations, strike out “$3,014,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$3,204,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “OuTstpeE CONTINENTAL UNITED States” in section 101 as follows: 

Under the subheading “Alaskan Area—with respect to Wildwood Station 
(Kenai) strike out “$469,000” and insert in place thereof “$559,000”. 

(ec) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$225,277,000”, “$74,984,000”, 
and “$534,254,000”" and inserting in place thereof “$240,220,000", $75,074,000”, 
and “$549,287,000", respectively. 

Sec. 107 (a) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress is amended under the 
heading “INstpE THE UNITED States” in section 101 as follows: 

Under the subheading ““tECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)”— 

(1) with respect to Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York, strike out “‘$88,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$136,000”. 

(2) with respect to Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, strike out ‘$6,159,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$8,593,000”. 
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Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Quartermaster 
Corps )’’- 
(1) with respect to Atlanta General Depot, strike out “$832,000” and in- 
sert in place thereof “$984,000”. 
(2) with respect to Fort Worth General Depot, Texas, strike out “$1, 
285,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,847,000”, 
Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES” 
(1) with respect to Fort Bliss, Texas, strike out “$5,301,000” and insert 
in place thereof *$8,293,000". 
(2) with respect to Fort Sill, Oklahoma, strike out “$4,173,000” and in 
sert in place thereof “$5,798,000”. 
(3) with respect to Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, strike out “$1,092,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,873,000”. 
(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in section 102, °$200,783,000”" and inserting in place thereof “$203.,- 
831,000”. 


(c) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (1) of section 402 the amounts “$86,916,000", “$200,- 
783,000", and “$523,462,000" and inserting in place thereof “$95,010,000”, “$203,- 
331,000”, and “$334,104,000”" respectively. 


S- 


TITLE I 
Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop military in- 
stallations and facilities by acquiring constructing, converting, rehabilitation, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval Engineering Experiment Station, Annapolis, Maryland: Development 
and test facilities, $618,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, Washington: Drydock, $25,488,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, New York: Utilities, $1,452,000. 

David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Maryland: Utilities, $115,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California: Facilities for remedying effects of 
ground subsidence, $4,660,000. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut: Waterfront facilities, 
$2,966,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia ; Utilities, $2,998,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Medical facilities, $391,000 


FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Naval Station, Key West, Florida: Troop housing, $1,326,000. 

Naval Station, Long Beach, California: Waterfront facilities, $544,000. 

Naval Station, Newport Rhode Island: Troop housing, community facilities 
and utilities, $3,312,000. 

Naval Base, Norfolk, Virginia: Waterfront facilities, $7,808,000. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 
(Naval Air Training Stations) 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chase Field, Texas: Operational facilities, 
$566,000. 

Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texas: Operational facilities (Optical 
landing system), $140,000. 

Naval Air Station, Glynco, Georgia: Utilities, $293,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville, Texas: Operational facilities (Optical 
landing system) , $160,000. 

Navy Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi: Operational facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $15,067,000. 


Naval Auxiliary Air Station, New Iberia, Louisiana: Operational facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $3,653,000. 
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Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida: Operational facilities, waterfront fa- 
cilities, and land acquisition, $6,225,000. 

Navy Auxiliary Air Station, Saufley Field, Florida: Operational facilities 
(Tactical navigation facility ) , $39,000. 


(Fleet Support Air Stations) 


Naval Air Station, Alameda, California: Operational facilities (Guided missile 
support facilities) , $185,000. 

Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine: Operational facilities, and land acquisi- 
tion, $180,000. 

Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and land acquisition, $7,751,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Landing Field, Crows Landing, California: Operational facili- 
ties (Tactical air navigation facility ) , $39,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Edenton, North Carolina: Operational facilities, 
$199,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, El Centro, California: Operational facilities, 
iesshall, and land acquisition, $4,774,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon, Nevada: Operational facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,199,000. 

Naval Seaplane Facility, Harvey Point, North Carolina: Operational facilities, 
waterfront facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $5,728,000. 

Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida: Operational facilities (Tactical air 
navigation facility) , $39,000. 

Naval Air Station, Key West, Florida: Operational facilities, (Optical landing 
system), $130,000. 

Naval Air Station, Lemoore, California: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities and utilities, $30,594,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Mayport, Florida: Operational facilities, $384,000. 

Naval Air Station, Miramar, California: Operational facilities, $3,401,000. 

Naval Air Station, Norfolk, Virginia: Operational facilities, and maintenance 
facilities, $5,467,000. 

Naval Air Station, North Island, San Diego, California: Maintenance facilities, 
and supply facilities, $7,964,000. 

Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia: Operational and training facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$6,975,000. 

Naval Air Station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: Operational facilities, (air- 
craft parking areas), $882,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Landing Field, San Clemente Island, California: Operational 
facilities, waterfront facilities, and utilities, $9,448,000. 

Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Operational facilities, and 
land aequisiton, $9,365,000. 


(Marine Corps Air Stations) 





Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, South Carolina: Operational 
facilities, supply facilities, and administrative facilities, $2,632,000. 

Marne Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, supply facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $6,503,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, California: Operational facilities, $3,- 
620,000. 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Mojave, California: Land aequisition, 
$3,281,000. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, New River, North Carolina: Operational facilities, 
and utilities, $132,000, 










(Special Purpose Air Stations) 





Naval Air Development Center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: Operational facili- 
ties, $39,000. 

Naval Air Station, Patuxent River, Maryland: Operational facilities, $2,209,000. 

Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, California: Operational facilities 
(including operational facilities on San Nicolas Island), $3,479,000. 

Naval Air Facility, John H. Towers Field (location to be determined) : Land 
acquisition, $3,200,000. 
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SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Blectronics Supply Office, Great Lakes, Illinois: Administrative facilities, 
$92,000. 

Naval Ordnance Supply Office, Mechanicsburg, Pennsylvania: Administrative 
facilities, $155,000. 

Aviation Supply Office, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Administrative facilities, 
$550,000. 


MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany, Georgia: Community facilities, $140,000. 

Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, California: Maintenance facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $8,001,000. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: Operational and training 
facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $4,256,000. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, South Carolina: Training facilities, 
troop housing and community facilities, and utilities, $8,199,000. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California: Operational facilities, and 
utilities, $1,469,000. 

Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Virginia: Community facilities, development 
and test facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $2,213,000. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego, California: Training facilities, 
$116,000. 

Marine Corps Training Center, Twenty-Nine Palms, California: Training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and community facili- 
ties, $2,331,000. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval Ammunition Depot, Bangor, Washington: Utilities, $316,000. 

Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake, California: Supply facilities, 
$114,000. 

Naval Ordnance Laboratory, Corona, California: Research and development 
facilities, $494,000. 

Ordnance Aerophysics Laboratory, Daingerfield, Texas: Research and devel- 
opment facilities, $2,649,000. 

Applied Physics Laboratory, Howard County, Maryland: Research and devel- 
opment facilities, $1,452,000. 

Naval Magazine, Port Chicago, California: Maintenance facilities, and utilities, 
$723,000. 


SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Dormitory foundations, $1,602,000. 

Naval Receiving Station, Charleston, South Carolina: Troop housing, $1, 
225,000. 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois: Training facilities, and troop 
housing, $5,598,000. 

Naval Training Center, San Diego, California: Training facilities, and troop 
housing, $5,375,000. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval Communication Station, Norfolk, Virginia: Operational facilities, 
$443,000. 

Naval Communication Station, Newport, Rhode Island: Operational facilities, 
$1,397,000. 

Naval Communication Station, San Diego, California: Operational facilities, 
$100,000. 

Naval Communication Center, Stockton, California: Operational facilities, and 
land acquisition, $460,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Washington County, Maine: Operational facilities, and 
utilities, $13,982,000. 


OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 


Naval Research Laboratory, District of Columbia: Research and development 
facilities, $180,000. 
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YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, New York: Utilities, $332,000. 

Public Works Center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities, $3,244,000. 

Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme, California: Supply 
facilities, and administrative facilities, $759,000. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval Shipyard, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Waterfront facili- 
ties, and operational facilities, $6,076,000. 

Naval Base, Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Maintenance facilities, 
hospital facilities, troop housing and community facilities, and utilities, 
$3,287,000. 

Naval Station, Subic Bay, Luzon, Phillippine Islands: Troop housing and com- 
munity facilities, supply facilities, and ground improvements, $8,993,000. 


FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Naval Station, Adak, Alaska: Hospital facilities, community facilities, and 
family housing, $1,005,000. 

Commander in Chief Pacific, Headquarters, Pearl Harbor, Oahu Territory of 
Hawaii: Administration facilities and utilities, $332,000. 

Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $4,699,000. 

Naval Station, San Juan, Puerto Rico: Utilities, $190,000. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam, Mariana Islands: Operational facilities 
(Guided missile support facilities), $428,000. 

Naval Station, Argentina, Canada: Family housing and community facilities, 
$1,793,000. 

Naval Air Station, Barber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Operational 
facilities (Aircraft parking areas), $2,088,000. 

Naval Air Station, Cubic Point, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Operational facili- 
ties, and land acquisition, $149,000. 

Naval Air Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Operational facilities, $5,730,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Opera- 
tional facilities, $249,000. 

Naval Station,, Kwajalein, Marshall Islands: Operational facilities (Tactical 
air navigation facilities), $69,000. 

Naval Station, Midway Islands, Territory of Hawaii: Operational facilities 
(tactical air navigation facility), $69,000. 

Naval Air Facility, Naha, Okinawa: Waterfront facilities at White Beach, 
$504,000. 

Naval Air Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, troop housing, utilities, and land acquisition, $15,182,000. 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval Station, Adak, Alaska: Supply facilities, $1,550,000. 
Naval Station, Guam, Mariana Islands: Community facilities, $884,000. 
Naval Supply Depot, Subie Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Supply facilities, 
and utilities, $2,098,000. 
ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval Ammunition Depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Maintenance facilities, 
utilities, and land acquisition, $904,000. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval Communication Station, Adak, Alaska : Troop housing, $1,053,000. 

Naval Station, Argentia, Canada: Operational facilities, and troop housing, 
$898,000. 

Naval Communication Station, Finegayan, Guam, Mariana Islands: Troop 
housing, $594,000. 
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Naval Security Group Activity, Istanbul, Turkey: Operational facilities, and 
troop housing, $130,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, Sakata, Japan: Operational facilities, 
$69,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, southern Japan: Operational facilities, hous- 
ing, and utilities and ground improvements, $726,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Wahiawa, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii; Operation fa- 
cilities, $4,392,000. 

YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Public Works Center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $1,093,000. 

Public Works Center, Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Maintenance 
facilities, $393,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop classified naval 
installations and facilities by constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or in- 
stalling permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site 
preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in the total amount of 
$65,091,000. 

Sec. 203. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows: 

Under the subheading “YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES”, with respect to “Various 
locations”, strike out “$4,500,000” and insert in place thereof ‘$5,460,000’. 

(b) Public Law 534, Highty-second Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in section 202, “$86,397,000” and inserting in place thereof “$95,- 
489,000”. 

(c) Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 402 the amounts “$138,183,000", “386,397,- 
000”, and “$256,875,000” and inserting respectively in place thereof, “$139,143, 
000”, “$95,489,000”, and “$266,927,000”. 

Sec. 204. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201 as follows: 

Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES” with respect to the Naval Auxil 
iary Air Station, El Centro, California, strike out “$225,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$369,000” ; with respect to the Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, 
California, strike out “$1,675,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,030,000”. and 
with respect to the Naval Air Station, Glenview, Illinois, strike out “$70,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$170,000”. 

(b) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik 
ing out, in section 202, “$63,358,000” and inserting in place thereof “$70,656,000”. 

(c) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik 
ing out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts “$102,956,000", “$63,358,000”, 
*$202.807,000” and inserting respectively in place thereof “$108,555,000", “S70, 
656,000", and “$210,704,000”. 

Src. 205. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201 as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “SHIPYARD FACILITIES’, with respect to the Naval 
Repair Facility, San Diego, California, strike out “$629,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$1,099,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “FLEET BASE FACILITIES”, with respect to the Naval 
Station, Orange, Texas, strike out $399,000" and insert in place thereof 
“$563,000"’. 

(3) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Naval Air Training Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville, Texas, 
strike out “$3,686,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,292,000” ; and with respect 
to the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, New Iberia, Louisiana, strike out “$24,361, 
000” and insert in place thereof “$26,871,000”. 

(4) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Fleet Support Air Stations)”, 
with respect to the Naval Air Station, Alameda, California, strike out “$3,729,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$4,217,000”; with respect to the Naval Air 
Station, Moffett Field, California, strike out “$2,581,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$4,355,000” ; and with respect to the Outlying Field, Whitehouse Field. 
Duval County, Florida, strike out ‘$1,087,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$1,587,000”. 

(5) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Special Purpose Air Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, New Jersey, strike 
out “$16,311,000” and insert in place thereof “$17,911,000”. 


— 
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(6) Under the subheading “oRDNANCE FACILITIES’, with respect to the Naval 
Ordnance Aerophysics Laboratory, Daingerfield, Texas, strike out “$1,111,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$1,751,000” ; and with respect to the Naval Ordnance 
Test Station, Inyokern, California, strike out “$375,000" and insert in place 
thereof “$475,000”. 

(7) Under the subheading “SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES” with respect to the 
Naval Power Factory, Indian Head, Maryland, strike out “$780,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$879,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “OuTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201 as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES” with respect to the Naval 
Station, Kwajelein, Marshall Islands, strike out “$4,411,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$5,235,000”. 

2) Under the subheading “COMMUNICATION FACILITIES”, With respect to the 
Naval Communication Facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco, strike out $2,- 
848,600” and insert in place thereof “3,198,600”. 

(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in section 202 “$151,342,400” and inserting in place thereof ‘$152,- 
763,400”. 

(d) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts “$299,512,600”, $107,191,300”, 
“$151,342,400”", and “$564,046,300" and inserting respectively in place thereof 
*$308,463,600", “$108,365,300”, “$152,763,400", and “$575,592,300". 

Sec. 206. (a) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the 
heading “INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “SHIPYARD FACILITIES” With respect to the Naval 
Shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina, strike out “$148,000” and insert in place 
thereof $191,000" ; and with respect to the Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Cali- 
fornia, strike out “$5,984,000” and insert in place thereof “$8,169,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “FLEET BASE FACILITIES”, with respect to the Naval 
Station, Long Beach, California, strike out "$2,256,000" and insert in place thereof 
“$2,623,000"; and with respect to the Naval Station, Norfolk, Virginia, strike 
out “$2,844,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,340,000”. 

(3) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Fleet Support Air Stations)”, 
with respect to the Naval Air Station, Miramar, California, strike out ‘“$8,835,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$11,040,000”. 

(4) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Special Purpose Air Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, Cali- 
fornia, strike out “$1,682,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,010,000”. 

(5) Under the subheading “sSerRvVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES” with respect to the 
Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland, strike out $7,469,000" and insert in place 
thereof $10,919,000”, 

(6) Under the subheading “COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES”, with respect to the 
Naval Communication Station, San Francisco, California, strike out “$2,029,000" 
und insert in place thereof “$3,779,000”. 

(7) Under the subheading “YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES”, with respect to the 
Public Works Center, Norfolk, Virginia, strike out “$443,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$500,000”. 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the heading 
“OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “‘AVAITION FACILITIES”, with respect to the Naval Air 
Station, Atsugi, Japan, strike out “$1,961,000” and insert in place thereof ‘‘S$2,- 
337,000”. 

(c) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended by striking out in 
section 203, “$84,043,000” and inserting in place thereof “$85,939,000”, 

(dad) Public Law 968, Kighty-fourth Congress, is amended by striking out in 
clause (2) of section 402 the amounts “$292,572,000”, “$61,625,000, “$84,043,900”, 
and ‘“$438,240,000" and inserting respectively in place thereof “$303,453,000", 
“$62,001,000", “$85,939,000”, and “$451,393,000”. 


TITLE III 


Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop military 
installations and faicilties by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: 
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INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 


Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Operational and training facil- 
ities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $4,499,000. 

Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, 
$594,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Maintenance facilities, hospital and 
medical facilities, community facilities, and land scquisition, $1,583,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supj y facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, family housing, community faciltes, and utlities and ground improve- 
ments, $2,048,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North Dakota: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative fa- 
cilities, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $4,466,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,184,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: Operational and training 
facilities, troop housing, and utilities and ground improvements, $614,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Family housing, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $429,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Muncipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $905,000. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon: Maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $1,299,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,103,000. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Supply facilities and com- 
munity facilities, $289,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $6,804,000. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New York: Supply facilities, 
community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $974,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Troop housing, family housing, 
community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,074,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $2,082,000. 

Peterson Field, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Land acquisition, $136,000. 

Portland International Airport, Portland, Oregon: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground im- 
provements, $4,328,000. ; : a 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Community facilities, 
$244,000. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin: Operational and 
training facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$7.804,000. al eae 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clements, Michigan: Supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,898,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Operational and training 
facilities and supply facilities, $248,000. ines ; 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Supply facilities, community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate improvements, 

9 9 ( : a . 

A ax County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, New York: Supply 
facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $1,144,000. 





a 
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‘ Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, land acquisition, and real estate improvements, $1,128,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $3,186,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, croop housing, community facilities, 
and utilities and ground improvements, $2,909,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: Community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $358,000. ‘ 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui- 
sition, $48,178,000. 

AIR MATERIAL COMMAND 


Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Troop housing, $405,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Bhse, Rome, New York: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply facili- 
ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $10,659,000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Odgen, Utah: Operational and training facilities, and 
troop housing, $1,911,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Maintenance facilities, and utili- 
ties and ground improvements, $899,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: Utilities and ground im- 
provements, $2,458,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, land acquisition, and real estate improvements, 
$5,123,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: Maintenance facilities, 
and troop housing, $1,673,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, comniunity facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $20,507,000. 

Rushmore Air Force Station, Rapid City, South Dakota: Community facili- 
ties, $56,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$2,674,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Operational and training 
facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply facilities, community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $2,077,000. 


AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 


Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Research development, and test 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improve- 
ments, and land acquisition, $6,784,000. 


AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Operational and training facili- 
ties, research, development, and test facilities, community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $1,987,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, research, development, and test facilities, troop housing, community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $11,869,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada: Community facili- 
ties, $206,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,823,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, 
supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $4,029,000. 





Harlingen Air Force Base, Harlingen, Texas: Community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $424,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Operational and training facil- 
ities, troop housing and community facilities, $2,209,000. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, supply facil- 
ities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi- 
tion, $2,110,000. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, and land acquisition, $8,249,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Troop housing, community facil- 
ities, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate improvements, $763,000. 

Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $938,000. 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Community facilities, $436,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $460,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational and training facil- 
ities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,858,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and land acquisition, $5,909,000. 

Seott Air Force Base, Belleville, Ilinois: Utilities and ground improvements, 
land acquisition, and real estate improvements, $653,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and real 
estate improvements, $4,200,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Troop housing, and community facilities, 
$1,945,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and land acquisition, $1,977,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and utilities, and 
ground improvements, $4,118,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and land acquisitions, $865,000. 


AIR UNIVERSITY 
Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Land acquisition, $50,000. 
CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 


Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Medical facilities, $952,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia : Operational and training facilities, 
and family housing, $139,000. 

Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Utilities and ground improve- 
ments, and land acquisition, $337,000. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Aeronautical chart and information center, St. Louis, Missouri: Utilities and 
ground improvements, $620,000. 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Operational and training 
facilities, $920,000. 
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Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
research, development, and test facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and real estate improvements, $2,962,000. 
AIR TRAINING COMMAND 
Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, utilties and ground 
improvements, and land acquisitions, $4,755,000. 
Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational and training facilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,193,000. 
Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and community facilities, $489,000. 
' 
: 
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Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: Supply facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $2,216,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational and training facilities, 
troop housing, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,089,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Maintenance facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $496,000. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and community facilities, $848,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and community 
facilities, $3,344,000. 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Operational and training facil- 
ities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $9,680,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and supply facilities, $1,487,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and training facilities, sup- 
ply facilities, and troop housing, $5,557,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $11,510,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $9,584,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, troop housing, land acquisition, and real estate improve- 
ments, $2,059,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, troop housing, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, 
and real estate improvements, $2,976,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $536,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,468,000. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, sup- 
ply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and land acqusition, 
$2,411,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $14,759,000. 

Dyess Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Community facilities, $100,000. 

Klisworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $2,258,000. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, $1,480,000. 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational and training facilities, 
and supply facilities, $1,357,000- 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Community facilities, $34,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition 
$19.389.000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Maintenance facilities, 
S35S80,000, 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Troop housing and community 
facilities, $994,000. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: Real estate improve- 
ments, $179,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $13,112,000. 

Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
$250,000. 
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Lineoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Land acquisition, $37,000. 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Operational and training facil- 
ities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,364,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Main: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$7,322,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $936,000. 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $3,518,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Operational and training facil- 
ities, and troop housing $2,347,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Maintenance facil- 
ities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $2,022,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,681,000. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: Supply facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $231,000. 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Supply facilities, 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

2,344,000. 

Schilling Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $3,892,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Operational and training facil- 
ities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilties, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $3,528,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, $8,628,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Rosewell, New Mexico: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, community facilites, and utilities and ground mprovements $9,697,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Operational and 
training facilities, troop housing, community facilities and utilities and ground 
imrpovements, $1,901,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnester, Missouri: Operational and training 
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facilities, and community facilities, $235,000. 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Maintenance facilities, admin- 
istrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $2,149,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greeneville, South Carolina: Operation and train- 
ing facilities, troop housing and community facilities, $1,287,000. 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Troop housing, community 
facilities, and land acquistion, $1,558,000. 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvement, and land acquistion, $760,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Supply facilities, and com- 
munity facilities, $2,478,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Supply facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $1,255,000. 

Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, Myrtle Beach, South Carolina: Maintenance 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, land acquisition, and real estate 
improvements, $1,204,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Community facilities, $745,000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facil- 
ities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, 
and real estate improvements, $11,558,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Troop housing and com- 
munity facilities, $1,184,000. 

Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah: Operational and training 
facilities, and family housing, $2,035,000. 











SPECIAL FACILITIES 
Various locations: Operational and training facilities, $229,000. 
AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, family housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improve- 
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ments, and land acquisition, $7,331,000. 
OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 


Kielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, $430,000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and community facilities, $4,742,000. 

Galena Airfield : Operational and training facilities, $350,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Community facilities, $1,630,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements and land 
acquisition, $11,500,000. 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, and community facil- 
ities, $1,366,000. 


CARIBBEAN AIR COMMAND 


Howard Air Force Base, Canal Zone: Operational and training facilities, 
$1,400,000, 


FAR EAST AIR FORCES 


Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Operational and training facil- 
ities, troop housing, and community facilities, $2,642,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground 
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improvements, $12,738,000. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $15,006,000. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Community facilities, $820,000. 

Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Operational and training facilities, 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements and land acquisition, 
$3,783,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facil- 
ities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $59,613,000. 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 
Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real 
estate improvementss, $39,217,000. 
SPECIAL FACILITIES 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, $170,000. 
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AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $70,- 
000,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop classified 
military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, re- 
habilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment in the 
total amount of $65,000,000. 

Sec. 3038. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “AIR DEFENSE COMMAND”’—with respect to Pescadero 
Consolan Station, Pescadero, California, strike out “$224,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$584,000”. 

Under the subheading “STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND’’—with respect to Clinton- 
Sherman Airport, Clinton, Oklahoma, strike out “$11,393,000” and insert in place 
thereof ‘$12,686,000; and strike out “$1,463,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,756,000”. 

Under the subheading “CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND’’—with respect to Mitchel 
Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York, strike out “$729,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$929,000"; and strike out “$686,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$886,000”. 

Under the subheading “RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND”’—with respect 
to Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California, strike out “$27,478,000” and in 
sert in place thereof “$29,442,000”; and strike out “$16,192,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$18,156,000”. 

(b) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 502 so much as reads “$406,120,000" and “$415,- 
949,000" and inserting in place thereof ‘$409,937,000" and “$419,766,000", re- 
spectively. 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended, 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “AIR DEFENSE COMMAND” 

(1) with respect to Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington, strike out “$1,- 
716,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,717,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Grand Forks site, North Dakota, strike out “$7,- 
709,000” and insert in place thereof “$9,220,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan, 
strike out “$2,029,000” and insert in place thereof $2,195,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Minot site, North Dakota, strike out “$6,603,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$7,268,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Oxnard Air Force Base, Oxnard, California, strike 
out “$2,445,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,935,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan, 
strike out “$5,526,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,445,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio, 
strike out “$742,000” and insert in place thereof “$893,000” ; 

(8) with respect to Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona, strike out 
“$2,107,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,676,000”. 

Under the subheading “AIR MATERIEL COMMAND” 

(1) with respect to Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama, strike 
out “$4,170,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,728,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York, strike out 
“$15,803,000” and insert in place thereof $16,654,000” ; 

(3) with respect to McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California, 
strike out “$9,522,000” and insert in place thereof $11,970,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, 
strike out “$12,001,000” and insert in place thereof “$14,508,000”. 

Under the subheading “ATR TRAINING COMMAND” 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas, strike out 
“$3,438,000” and insert in place thereof $3,876,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas, strike 
out “$4,081,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,088,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi, 
strike out “$500,000” and insert in place thereof “$545,000” ; 
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(4) with respect to Harlingen Air Force Base, Harlingen, Texas, strike 
out “$446,000” and insert in place thereof “$529,000” ; 

(5) with respect to James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas, strike 
out “$883,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,129,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California, 
strike out “$1,516,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,998,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas, strike out 
“$1,076,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,304,000” ; 

(8) with respect to Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona, strike 
out “$1,215,000” and insert in piace thereof “$1,556,000”. 

Under the subheading “HEADQUARTERS COMMAND’’—with respect to Bolling Air 
Force Base, Washington, District of Columbia, strike out “$520,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$825,000”. 

Under the subheading “RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND’’—with respect 
to Indian Springs Air Force Base (Kirtland Auxiliary Numbered 1), Clark, 
Nevada, strike out “$555,500” and insert in place thereof “$624,500.” 

Under the subheading “STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND’ — 

(1) with respect to Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas, strike 
out “$5,929,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,363,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dow Air Force Base, Banger, Maine, strike out 
“$11,155,000” and insert in place thereof “$12,218,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California, strike 
out “$9,769,000” and insert in place thereof “$11,473,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico, strike 
out “$6,657,000” and insert in place thereof “$8,324,000”. 

Under the subheading “TACTICAL AIR COMMAND’ — 

(1) with respect to Alexandria Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana, 
strike out “$2,684,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,527,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana, strike out 
“$559,000” and insert in place thereof “$611,000” ; 

(3) with respect to George Air Force Base, Victorville, California, strike 
out “$1,598,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,905,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington, 
strike out “$4,724,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,197,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee, strike out 
“$3,589,000” and insert in place thereof $4,010,000". 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “OuTsmpE CONTINENTAL UNITED States” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “ALASKAN AIR COMMAND”’—with respect to Galena Air- 
field, strike out “$518,000” and insert in place thereof “$735,000”. 

Under the subheading “AREA CONTROL NAVIGATIONAL AIDS’’—with respect to 
various locations, strike out $526,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,394,000”. 

(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$801,256,000”, “$532,454,- 
000°, and “$1,339,060,000" and inserting in place thereof “$824,300,000”, ‘'$533,- 
539,000”, and “$1,363,189,000”, respectively. 

Sec. 805. (a) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended, under the 
heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED States” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “AIR DEFENSE COMMAND”— 

(1) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota, strike 
out “$863,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,469,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington, strike out “$2,827,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$3,079,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana, strike 
out “$2,470,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,080,000” : 

(4) with respect to Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North 
Dakota, strike out “$18,969,000” and insert in place thereof “$30,521,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri, 
strike out “$1,673,000” and insert in place thereof $1,781,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan, 
strike out “$2,156,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,536,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, 
Oregon, strike out “$1,130,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,560,000” ; 

(8) with respect to Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota, strike 
out “$21,215,000” and insert in place thereof “$27,035,000” ; 








(9) with respect to Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New 
York, strike out “$3,030,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,409,000” ; 

(10) with respect to Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California, strike 
out “$2,392,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,779,000” ; 

(11) with respect to Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa, 

strike out “$2,288,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,900,000” ; 

(12) with respect to Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin, strike out “‘$4,876,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$8,726,000” ; 

(13) with respect to Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan, strike 
out “$3,278,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,808,000” ; 

(14) with respect to various locations, strike out “$21,510,000” and in- 
sert in place thereof “$26,201,000”. 

Under the subheading ‘‘AIR MATERIEL COMMAND’ — 

(1) with respect to Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York, strike out 
“$17,966,000” and insert in place thereof ‘‘$22,005,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine, 
strike out “$473,000” and insert in place thereof “$745,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington, 
strike out “$129,000” and insert in place thereof “$251,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, 
strike out “$5,990,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,763,000”. 

Under the subheading “Ark TRAINING COMMAND”— 

(1) with respect to Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas, strike out 
“$17,121,000” and insert in place thereof $26,471,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama, strike out 
“$18,000” and insert in place thereof “‘S22,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas, strike 
out “$24,433,000” and insert in place thereof “$33,858,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada, strike out “$2,- 
221,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,063,000” ; 

(5) With respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma, strike out 
$977,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,064,000”. 

Under the subheading “arr UNIVERSITY’—with respect to Maxwell Air Force 
Base, Montgomery, Alabama, strike out “$215,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$311,000”. 

Under the subheading “CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND” 

(1) with respect to Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California, strike 
out “$13,395,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,993,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia, strike 
out “$345,000” and insert in place thereof, ‘*$500,000”’. 

Under the subheading “RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COM MAND”- 

(1) with respect to Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts, 
strike out “$6,939,000” and insert in place thereof $7,530,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California, strike out 
“$5,488,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,220,000”. 

Under the subheading “‘STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND’— 

(1) with respect to Biggs Air Force Base, El] Paso, Texas, strike out 
“$922,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,190,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California, strike out 
“$2,179,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,643,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi, 
strike out “$14,518,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,322,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota, 
strike out “$943,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,075,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida, 
strike out “$1,694,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,966,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio, strike 
out “$4,952,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,880,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana, 
strike out “$1,236,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,586,000” ; 

(8) with respect to Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, 
Idaho, strike out “$2,064,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,607,000” ; 

(9) with respect to Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska, strike out 
“$5,697,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,155,000” ; 

(10) with respect to Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York, 
strike out “$1,491,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,027,000” ; 
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(11) with respect to Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, strike out “$661,000” and insert in place thereof ‘‘$720,000” ; 

(12) with respect to Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico, 
strike out “$2,791,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,181,000”. 

Under the subheading “TACTICAL AIR COMMAND”’—with respect to Langley Air 
Force Base, Hampton, Virginia, strike out “$2,613,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,785,000”. 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the heading 
“OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES” as follows: 

Under the subheading “NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND”’—with respect to various lo- 
cations, strike out “$75,650,000” and insert in place thereof $94,197,000.” 

(ec) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress is amended by striking out in 
clause (3) of section 402 the amounts “$742,873,000”, “$405,061,000”, and 
“$1,360,934,000" and inserting in place thereof “$811,342,000”, ‘“$423,608,000”, 
and “$1,447,950,000”, respectively. 

Src. 306. Subsection (b) of section 302 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat.- 
991, 1012), is amended to read as follows: 

“(b) Air Force installations and facilities by proceeding with construction 
made necessary by changes in Air Force missions, new weapons developments, 
new and unforeseen research and development requirements, or improved pro- 
duction schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such 
construction for inclusion in the next military construction authorization Act 
would be inconsistent with interests of national security, and in connection 
therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or 
temporary public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appur- 
tenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of $50,000,000: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, shall notify the Com- 
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives im- 
mediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of construc- 
tion of any public work undertaken under this subsection, including those real 
estate actions pertaining thereto.” 

TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department may proceed to es- 
tablish or develop installations and facilities under this Act without regard to 
sections 3648 and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and sections 4774 
(d) and 9774 (d) of title 10, United States Code. The authority to place 
permanent or temporary improvements on land includes authority for surveys, 
administration, overhead, planning and supervision incident to construction. 
That authority may be exercised before title to the land is approved under 
section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and even though the land is 
held temporarily. The authority to acquire real estate or land includes au- 
thority to make surveys and to acquire land, and interests in land (including 
temporary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned land, or 
otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be 
necessary for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations for public works 
projects authorized by titles I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title 1: Inside the United States, $120,099,000: outside the United 
States, $34,613,000; section 102, $143,002,000; or a total of $297,714,000: 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $260,377,000: outside the United 
States, $65,627,000; section 202, $65,091,000: or a total of $391,095.000: and 

(83) for title III: Inside the United States, $437.357.000: outside the 
United States, $225,407,000; section 302, $65,000,000: or a total of 
$727.764,000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or III of this Act may, in 
the discretion of the Secretary concerned, be increased by 5 per centum for 
projects inside the United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the 
United States. However, the total cost of all projects in each such title may not 
be more than the total amount authorized to be appropriated for projects in that 
title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever 

(1) the President determines that compliance with section 2313 (b) of 
title 10, United States Code, for contracts made under this Act for the estab- 
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lishment or development of military installations and facilities in foreign 
countries would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed 
upon alternative methods for adequately auditing those contracts; 

the President may exempt those contracts from the requirements of that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States under this Act shall be 
awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible 
bidder, if the national security will not be impaired and the award is consistent 
with chapter 137 of title 10, United States Code and section 15 of the Act of 
August 9, 1955 (69 Stat. 547,551). The Secretaries of the military departments 
shall report semiannually to the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives with respect to all contracts awarded on other than 
a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder. 

Sec. 406. As of July 1, 1958, all authorizations for military public works to 
be accomplished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with 
the establishment or development of military installations and facilities, and 
all authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in Acts ap- 
proved before July 28, 1954, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later 
authorization are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations therefor that 
are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain the general provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as to which appropriated 
funds have been obligated for construction contracts in whole or in part 
before July 1, 1958, and authorizations for appropriations therefor ; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for family housing in the 
amount of $100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, 
Eighty-second Congress; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the appropriation of funds 
that are contained in sections 2231-2238 of title 10, United States Code, as 
amended (50 U.S. C. 882, 883, 885, 886) ; 

(5) the authorization for the development of the Line of Communica- 
tions, France, in the amount of $60,000,000 that is contained in title I, section 
102, of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress; 

(6) Notwithstanding the provisions of section 410 of the Act of August 3, 
1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1016), the authorization for (a) development of classified 
facilities in the amount of $6,489,000 that is contained in title I, section 102, 
of the Act of September 28, 1951 (65 Stat. 336, 343), and (b) development 
of classified facilities in the amount of $6,654,000 that is contained in title I, 
section 102 of the Act of July 14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, 609) ; and 

(7) the authorization for public works and for the appropriations of 
funds that are contained in the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47), as 
amended. 

Sec. 407. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352), as 
amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1957, 1958, and 1959, the Secretaries of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are authorized to lease housing facili- 
ties at or near military tactical installations for assignment as public quarters 
to military personnel and their dependents, if any, without rental charge upon 
a determination by the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, that there is a lack 
of adequate housing facilities at or near such military tactical installations. 
Such housing facilites shall be leased on a family or individual unit basis and 
not more than five thousand of such units may be so leased at any one time. 
Expenditures for the rental of such housing facilities may be made out of 
appropriations available for maintenance and operation but may not exceed $150 
a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 408. (a) Family quarters to be constructed under the authority of titles 
I, II, and III of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), shall be subject to 
the net floor area limitations respectively prescribed in sections 4774, 7574, and 
9774 of title 10, United States Code. 

(b) Section 404 of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), is hereby 
repealed. 

Sec. 409. Title 10. United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(a) Section 4774 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof: 

“(f) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for enlisted members of the Army may be four-bedroom 
quarters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 
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(b) Section 7574 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof: 

“(d) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for enlisted members of the Navy may be four-bedroom 
quarters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 

(c) Section 9774 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof: 

“(f) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from appro- 
priated funds for enlisted members of the Air Force may be four-bedroom quar- 
ters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 

Sec. 410. The second paragraph of section 407 of the Act of September 1, 
1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“The Department of Defense shall pay the Commodity Credit Corporation, 
from appropriations otherwise available for the payment of quarters allowances 
for military personnel and from appropriate allotments or rental charges for 
civilian personnel, amounts equal to the quarters allowances or allotments other- 
wise payable to or the rental charges collected from personnel occupying any 
housing constructed or acquired under authority of this section after deducting 
amounts chargeable for the maintenance and operation of such housing: Pro- 
vided, That such payments shall not exced the dollar equivalent of the value 
of the foreign currencies used for all such construction or acquisition.” 

Sec. 411. Prior to the termination of, or reduction in the operations of, any 
commercial or industrial-type activity being conducted on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act within any of the forty-eight States or the District of Colum- 
bia (other than a nonappropriated funds activity), where such termination 
or reduction is for the purpose of having the supplies or services furnished by 
such activity furnished by other than civilian employees of the United States, 
and where such activity has been conducted for five or more years and requires 
the services of ten or more civilian employees, the Secretary of Defense shall 
file with the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives a report setting forth the details of the proposed termination or 
reduction. Such proposed termination or reduction shall not take effect until 
the expiration of sixty days of continuous session of the Congress following the 
filing of such report, and shall not then take effect if, during such sixty days 
either House of the Congress has adopted a resolution which, in effect, dis- 
approves the proposed termination or reduction described in such report. For 
the purposes of this section, continuity of session shall be considered as broken 
only by adjournment sine die; but in the computation of the sixty-day period 
there shall be excluded the days on which either House is not in session because 
of an adjustment of more than three days to a day certain. 

Sec. 412. The authority granted by section 2304 (a) (1), title 10, United 
States Code, shall not be exercised during the national emergency declared by 
the President on December 16, 1950, except with respect to— 

(1) purchases or contracts the aggregate amount of which does not 
involve more than $2,500; 

(2) purchases or contracts for nonperishable subsistence supplies; 

(3) purchases or contracts for property or services for experimental, 
developmental, or research work, or making or furnishing property for 
experiment, test, development, or research, not exceeding $100,000. 

(4) when in furtherance of small business, labor surplus area, or major 
disaster area programs, the agency head determines that supplies or serv- 
ices are to be procured from small business concerns, from concerns which 
will perform the contracts substantially within labor surplus areas as 
determined by the Secretary of Labor, or from concerns which will perform 
the contracts substantially within areas of major disaster. 

Sec. 413. Any outstanding authority heretofore provided by the Act of Sep- 
tember 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and the 
Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991)for the provision of family housing shall 
be available for the construction of family housing at any installations for 
which family housing is authorized to be constructed under titles I, II, and III 
of this Act. 

Sec. 414. Section 9 of the Air Force Academy Act, as amended (68 Stat. 49), 
is further amended by striking out in the first sentence the figure $126,000,000” 
and inserting in place thereof the figure ‘“$147,341,000”. 


There are several matters in this bill which I want to direct your 
attention to: The first page is 19, lines 12 through 14. 
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Let there be order, please ? 

The other day when the committee was considering the bill, and 
marking it up, before I, at your direction, introduced a clean bill we 
deleted Point Mugu, Calif. 

The record will show that I stated that my book shows that we 
would reduce the item. Mr. Kelleher stated that his book was to the 
effect we would delete the item. But examining it further we find 
that the item should not have been deleted, but that the sum of money 
should be reduced. 

I asked Mr. Kelleher to have the bill printed in that form. So it 
appears that the item stays in the bill, with a reduction 

Mr. Ketiener. It went down $4,190,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. It was reduced down to $4,190,000. 

Mr. Kitpay. $3 million—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Down to this. 

Mr. Brooks. It is only $3,479,000. 

Mr. Keuiener. It was $7 million and $4,190,000 was deleted, leav- 
ing this figure of $3,479,000. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

This was a change that I requested Mr. Kelleher make. I didn’t 
want it to go through without particul: arly calling it to the committee. 

So we are on sound ground to let it stay and reduce the amount 
$4,100,000. 

Now, there is a typographical error, or a printer’s error, on page 15, 
line 8. 

“Long Beach, California: Facilities for $4,600,000.” That should 
be stricken out, and $1,500,000 inserted, because that was the recom- 
mendation of Mr. Doyle’s subcommittee. 

Without objection, we strike out the $4,600,000 and substitute in 
lieu thereof $1,500,000. That is in accordance with the recommenda 
tion. 

Now, there is another matter that I think should be particularly 

called to the attention of the committee and that is in regard to the 
amendment that was offered by Mr. Hardy. That is section 

Mr. Smarr. 411. 

Mr. Ketiener. 411, Mr. Chairman. 

It is page 70, line 17. 

Mr. Mitrer. Page what ? 

Mr. Keiiener. 70. 

The Cuarrman. Page 70, section 411. Now, I think that amend- 
ment—while that is somewhat kindred to the provision that was in 
the appropriations bill which we were able to knock out, it is not 
exactly the same thing because it approaches the subject matter a 
little bit differently. I want to call the committee’s attention to the 
fact that on May 10, 1956, during consideration of the fiscal 1957 
defense appropriations bill there was a provision in that section 633: 





No part of the money appropriated in this act may be used for disposal or 
transfer by contract or otherwise, of work that has been for a period of 3 vears 
or more performed by civilian personnel. 

We are all familiar with that, what was known as the Sykes 
amendment. On a rolleall vote in the House, it was 222 that voted 
to strike it out, and 156 voted to keep it in. Now, on that rolleall 
vote, 21 of the members of this committee voted to strike it out and 
14 members voted to keep it in. So it was stricken out. 
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Now, this is somewhat different from that. But I wanted to call 
it to the committee’s attention. Now, I have a suggestion to offer 

Mr. Harpy. May I be heard, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir, when I finish I will be glad to yield to you. 

I think if we approach it in this way we should strike out 60 days, 
and say 15 days. 

Sixty days might invite a larger amount of opposition than 15 days. 
So I am per fectly willing to go along with this amendment, and pre- 
sent it to the House, but I do think 60 days is a little too long a period 
of time to tie them up. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, may I be heard? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to call attention, Mr. Chairman, first of 
all, to your observation about the vote on striking that section from 
the appropriations bill. That was certainly an accurate portrayal 
of the way the committee voted, but I think it should be pointed out 
that the committee was enjoined by the chairman and other members 
of the committee to vote to strike it out primarily because we had a 
point of order bill coming up which contained a similar provision. 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. I think our distinguished chairman fully realizes that 
the votes of a great many members of the committee would have been 
different had it not been for the fact that we reported a point of order 
bill which contained essentially the same provision. 

Mr. Rivers. If the gentleman will yield, I remember Mr. Durham 
making that observation. 

The Cuatrrman. That is right, we had a point of order bill. T am 
not asking that this be stricken out. I am just merely calling it to 
the attention of the committee because I didn’t want any member of 
the committee to be confronted with the proposiion that something 
was put in by the committee which was deleted by their vote of 2 years 
ago. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if I might revert further? I would like 
to call further attention to the fact that a provision which was more 
rigid than this one was contained in the point of order bill which was 
passed by the House and there was a rollcall on the specific provision 
that is here involved, a little bit more rigid than this, and the House 
voted in favor of keeping that provision in the point of order bill. 

The Cnarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. So we have been all through that. 

Now, actually, this is a more moderate provision than the one that 
we had before. 

Certainly, this does not in any manner hamstring the adininistra- 
tion from making reasonable changes. 

Frankly, I think the suggestion for 15 days is totally unrealistic. 

The Cuarrman. Well, how many days do you think—— 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t think there is anything in the world wrong with 
60 days for the reason that it doesn’t really provide any substantial 
delay, if they want to foreclose any of these functions. 

The CHatrMan. Well, I am inclined to think this: 

Now, Mr. Smart, get the point of order bill with this provision in it, 
that we passed, and let’s read it. 


R6OOG6E 57 No. 36 59 
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Now, I do think this amendment is all right, to report it back to 
the Congress. Iam going to support it. But 1 certainly don’t want 
to be bogged down about the length of time. 

Now, 60 days might give some excuse to more opposition than a 
shorter number of days. So let’s try to get the matter before the 
committee. 

And if the committee wants to act on it, it has ample opportunity to 
do so, and where no criticism can be said that is a del: 1ying process. 

Is the gentleman from Virginia willing to substitute 30 di ays instead 
of 60 days? That gives everybody an equal opportunity. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if we had the preferential provisions 
that were carried in the previous legislation, that wouldn’t be too 
difficult. Because under that, you had a form set up for a particular 
type of resolution, and you had a provision under which any member 
of the committee could call it up if it wasn’t acted on in committee. 

But this thing gives us such a short period of time—60 days isn’t 
too much. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I don’t want it to be raised on the floor of 
the House, and for it to be said that this is going to hamstring and 
delay the Department. 

Now, of course, this has no preferential status under the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. Harpy. Not atall. 

The Cuarrman. For consideration. 

Mr. Harpy. And that was done purposely. 

The Cuarrman. And even though the committee might disapprove 
it, the House may never get around to it. 

Mr. Harpy. That is exactly it. 

The Cuarrman. The chances are that they would. But I think 
it would strengthen this thought being adopted by the House if the 
length of time was reduced somewhat. 

Mr. Harpy. Now just let me point out 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on that section. 

The Crarrman. Yes, sir, every member can be heard. 

Mr. Arenps. Let’s have the counsel read the language. 

The Cuatrman. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher, read section 411. 

Mr. Kevtener. Section 411: 





Prior to the termination of or reduction in the operation of any commercial 
or industrial type activity being conducted on the date of enactment of this 
Act, within any of the forty-eight States or the District of Columbia, other than 
a nonappropriated fund activity, where such termination or reduction is for 
the purpose of having the supplies or services furnished by such activity, 
furnished by other than civilian employees of the United States, and where 
such activity has been conducted for five or more years and requires the services 
of ten or more civilan employees, the Secretary of Defense shall file with the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives a report 
setting forth the details of the proposed termination or reduction. Such pro- 
posed termination or reduction shall not take effect until the expiration of 
sixty days of continuous session of the Congress, following the filing of such 
report and shall not then take effect if during such sixty days either House of 
the Congress has adopted a resolution which in effect disapproves the proposed 
termination or reduction described in such report. For the purposes of this 
section, continuity of session shall be considered as broken only by adjournment 
sine die, but in the computation of the sixty-day period there shall be excluded 
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the days in which either House is not in session because of adjournment of 
nore than three days to a day certain. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Now, may I make this observation ? 

Such a resolution has no priority in consideration in the House. 
It has no special offer. 

Wait one minute. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Read the language we put in the point of order 
bill. 

Mr. Smarr. I regret I cannot do it because we have no more copies 
of the bill as reported. We only have the bills as introduced. The 
provision to which you refer was an amendment in the bill as reported. 
We have no further copies of that available at the committee. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, we have no point of order bills here—or 
copies of it? 

Mr. Harpy. You can read it in the Record. 

Mr. Smarr. Not as reported, sir. 

The Cuarmrman. Well, read it 

Mr. Smarr. There is nothing in either of the bills on the point of 
order bill, sir—there were two, H. R. 2034, and H. R. 7992. 

The Cuarrman. Which one—— 

Mr. Smarr. Neither of those have the provision which you refer 
to, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. We put it in somewhere. 

There was a fight made on the floor of the House in July of last 
year. 

Mr. Smarr. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. I advocated the point of order provision that we 
put in the bill, and the House adopted it. 

Mr. Smart. Let me see if I can find a committee report. Maybe 
that refers to it. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. 

See if you can find something. 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to you and to the com- 
mitee that I am unalterably opposed to the inclusion of section 411 
in this bill. I am opposed to it on two grounds. First, it is a clear 
invasion of the authority and the power of the executive branch of the 
Government. This is not a function of Congress to determine and 
pass upon the detailed operations of any of the executive departments. 

And second, I am opposed to it because it provides an unfair com- 
petition for free business, free enterprise, and free labor, and I feel 
that it is a section that is totally inappropriate to put in any bill that 
we pass upon by this committee. 

The Cuarrman. In reply to that, I will say that the committee last 
year did adopt this philosophy as set out in the point of order bill. 
It is an entirely different approach from that which was in the ap- 
propriation bill, which should have been stricken out, and which I 
voted when it was first brought on the floor of the House—I tried to 
make the best fight I could to eliminate it, at that time. 

At that time, we failed. But we kept on until we did strike it out. 
Now, this is somewhat on the right line of approach. Now, the re- 
sponsibility of the Congress is to provide and maintain an Army, 
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Navy, and Air Force. We are merely saying that in any instance 
where certain things are falling in a certain category and are being 
eliminated, the Congress is advised of it. Then it is encumbent upon 
the Congress if it does not approve it to take an affirmative step by a 
resolution. 

That doesn’t involve any constitutional right of the functions of 
the Executive. 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman, I certainly agree with you that it is 
the function of Congress to provide for an Army Navy, and Air Force. 
But it is not a function of Congress to administer it. 

The Cuarrman. No. 

Mr. Osmers. Now, we provide for it through the appropriations 
and the legislative enactments here, but I feel it is within the executive 
authority to administer the various detailed functions of any depart- 
ment, including the Department of Defense. 

The CHairmMANn. We are not administering it. We are merely 
saying that a shipyard having been created by an act of Congress 
and supported by an act of Congress can’t be abandoned without Con- 
gress having a voice in it, if Congress desires to do so. 

Now, Congress may not exercise its right. 

As a result of all these installations that are being carried on, why 
no doubt the Congress will go along with the Department. 

But suppose Congress doesn’t? It is merely exercising its author- 
ity to pass on it if it “desires to do so. 

“Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Osmers. If we should accept the language as the permanent 
philosophy of Congress in connection with its legislation, we would 
then be passing upon every administrative act by every executive 
department of the Government, because every clerk that was ever 
established was established in a sense by an act of Congress and they 
wouldn’t be able to sell a stamp or hire or fire anybody in the execu- 
tive branch of Government without asking for approval of the Con- 
gress. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman— 

The Cratrman. Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. I will recall this section 633 which we had on the floor 
of the House, which all of us probably gave lip service to—the fact 
that we want Uncle Sam out of business and away from private com 
petition with industry. 

Now I don’t know what the purpose of this amendment is, from 
Porter Hardy’s standpoint. He may have some reason for it 

Mr. Harpy. I would be glad to tell him the reason. 

Mr. Arenps. We are doing something here and not facing up to 
realities. In other words, we are just laying the groundwork here 
by taking this position that eventually when the Department of 
Defense wants to move in the direction of eliminating some kind of 
business which is in competition with private industry or begins to 
even close up some installations around this country—we are putting 
ourselves in the position to say, “Look, you can’t do that until we 

say you can do it.’ 

T think we are moving too far, Mr. Chairman. Personally, I am 
going to do everything I can, if we can’t knock it out here in the 





committee, to knock it out on the floor of the House. We have to let 
these fellows go ahead and use their own judgment on these things. 

The Cuarrman. That is why I feel it was incumbent upon me to 
specifically call your attention to it and to recite the history behind 
all this. Because I don’t want any member to go to the floor of the 
House and say he didn’t thoroughly understand all of this when it 
was before the committee. 

Now, Mr. Smart—Mr. Rivers, you have a question ? 

Mr. Rivers. I have a statement I would like to make. 

The Cuatrman. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. To start with Mr. Chairman, the Constitution singled 
out the Congress to handle the military. No other department in 
the Government did the Constitution single out for the Congress to 
handle, like it did the military. It said the Congress should provide 
a military and the President should be Commander in Chief thereof. 
When the military comes here and justifies a project and we create 

that project, it stands to reason that we should have some knowledge 

or some say-so in the abandonment of that project. And that is all 
there is to this. The Congress is singularly picked out to handle the 
military. No other executive agency is in that situation. 

The Cuairman. Now read—— 

Mr. Rivers. If you are going to get out here and let them abandon 
all of these things and sit here and do nothing about it, we are abdi- 
cating our own responsibilities. That is all there is to it. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Rivers. Read now what we said 
in our point-of-order bill which we passed through the House and 
failed to get through the Senate. 

Mr. Ketitener. This is the committee amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now listen. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 13 3, at line 23, strike out section 27 and insert 
section 27 (A). 

The CHatrmMan. Now, listen to this. 

Mr. Ke_Lener (reading) : 

Prior to the transfer by contract of any commercial or industrial type opera- 
tion which has been performed by the Department of Defense for a period of 3 
consecutive years or more and in which more than 10 civilian personnel are 
employed at the specific activity concerned, the Secretary of Defense shall file 
with the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House a report setting 
forth the details of the proposed transfer. Upon the expiration of 60 days of 
continuous session of the Congress following the filing of said report, the Secre- 
tary of Defense is authorized to proceed with the proposed transfer, unless 
during such period either House shall adopt a resolution of disapproval as 
hereinafter provided in this section of the proposed transfer described in said 
report. For the purposes of this section, continuity of session shall be considered 
as broken only by an adjournment of the Congress sine die, but in the computa- 
tion of the 60-day period there shall be excluded the days on which either House 
is not in session because of an adjournment of more than 3 days to a day certain. 

B. The provisions of this section are enacted by the Congress, first, as an 
exercise of the rulemaking power of the Senate and the House of Representatives, 
respectively, and as such they shall be considered as part of the rules of each 
House, respectively, but applicable only with respect to the procedure to be 
followed in such House in the case of resolutions, as defined in subsection C, 
and such rule shall supersede other rules only to the extent that they are 
inconsistent therewith, and, second, with full recognition of the constitutional 
right of either House to change such rules so far as relating to the procedure 
in such House at any time in the same manner and to the same extent as in 
the case of any other rule of such House. 
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C. As used in this subsection, the term “resolution” means only a resolution 
of either of the two Houses of Congress, the matter after the resolving clause 
of which is as follows: That the “— does not favor transfer of ———— as 
recommended by the Secretary of Defense, that has been for a period of 3 con- 
secutive years or more performed by more than 10 civilian personnel of the 
Department of Defense,” the blanks therein being filled with the names of the 
resolving House and the operation proposed to be transferred. 

D. A resolution with respect to a transfer shall be referred to a committee, 
and all such resolutions shall be referred to the same committee by the President 
of the Senate or the Speaker of the House of Representatives, as the case may be. 

E. 1. If the committee to which has been referred a resolution with respect 
to a transfer has not reported it before the expiration of 10 calendar days after 
its introduction, it shall then, but not before, be in order to move either to dis- 
charge the committee from further consideration of any other resolution with 
respect to such transfer which has been referred to the committee. 2. Such 
motion may be made only by a person favoring the resolution, shall be highly 
privileged, except that it may not be made after the committee has reported a 
resolution with respect to the same transfer, and debate thereon shall be limited 
to not to exceed 1 hour, to be equally divided between those favoring and those 
opposing the resolution. No amendment to such motion shall be in order, and 
it shall not be in order to move to reconsider the vote by which such motion is 
agreed or disagreed to. 3. If the motion to discharge is agreed to or disagreed 
to, such motion may not be renewed, nor may another motion to discharge the 
committee be made with respect to any other resolution with respect to the 
same transfer. 

F. 1. Where the committee has reported or has been discharged from further 
consideration of a resolution with respect to a transfer, it shall at any time 
thereafter be in order, even though a previous motion to the same effect has 
been disagreed to, to move to proceed to the consideration of such resolution 
Such motion shall be highly privileged and shall not be debatable. No amend- 
ment to such motion shall be in order and it shall not be in order to move or 
reconsider the vote by which such motion is agreed to or disagreed to. 2. Debate 
on the resolution shall be limited to not to exceed 2 hours, which shall be equally 
divided between those favoring and those opposing the resolution. A motion 
further to limit debate shall not be debatable. No amendment to or motion to 
recommit the resolution shall be in order, and it shall not be in order to move 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution is agreed to or disagreed to. 


The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, all of that was merely for the 
purpose of giving the parliamentary status. 

Mr. Ketxener. Right. 

The Cuarrman. Now, read in the record there—now, my recollec- 
tion is that Mr. Allen moved to strike that out. 

Mr. Ketxiener. Mr. Taber rose at that point. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. And made a point of order against it? 

Mr. Ke.iener (reading) : 





Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 


The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketxiener. Shall I continue? 

The Cuarrman. Yes; go ahead. 

Mr. Ke.Lener (reading) : 

I make a point of order against the amendment on the ground that it is 
brought up on a bill which has been reported from the Committee on Armed 
Services, whereas the provisions relating to the operations concerned therein 
are under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Government Operations. Also, 
that it contains rules and amendments to rules relating to the operation of the 
House of Representatives that are the prerogative of the Committee on Rules 
I call the attention of the Chair at this point especially to paragraph B. 

The Cuarmrman. Anyhow, then they overruled the point of order. 
Go ahead now. 

Then a motion was made to strike that out. 
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You see, members of the committee, in writing the point-of-order 
bill, I was trying to get away from this provision in the appropria- 
tions bill and to set up the same standard and give the same parlia- 
mentary status we did when we disposed of the synthetic-rubber 
plants, and used the same method. 

Mr. Smarr. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. And all the parliamentary procedure. Now, you 
will find in there where there is a rollcall on that motion. I think 
there was. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Wait one minute. Let’s clear this up. Go right 
ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. You followed the same procedure that you did when 
we tried to establish the right of the Congress to keep track of real 
estate. We had a separate bill 

The Cuatrman. No; there was no separate vote on it. 

Mr. Rivers. Truman vetoed it. 

The Cuarrman. There was a vote on the Allen motion, because I 
know. I had to leave on account of illness in my family after I had 
made my statement, and the next day, or some days later, there was 
a rolleall motion made by Mr. Allen and it prevailed in the House, 
and the bill was passed and went to the Senate. Well, now, members 
of the committee 

Mr. Kirpay. Did the rolleall on this prevail? 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. 

The Cuatrrman. That provision stayed in the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Cunninenam. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. I want every member to know about it. 

Mr. Cunninouam. If section 411 would be taken out of this bill, 
what effect would it have on the Rivers subcommittee? Would there 
be anything for that committee to do? 

The Cuatrman. Qh, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what I have been trying to bring to the chair- 
man’s attention all along. 

The CuarrmMan. It has no relation at all to Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee. 

Mr. Rivers. I 

The CuarrMan. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Rivers. This applies to the 
matters employing a certain number of people in a plant that are 
doing that which private enterprise is likewise engaged in. 

Mr. Ketitener. Commercial or industrial. 

The CHatrman. It has no relation to Mr. Rivers. The Hoover 
Commission is dealing with that. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait. The chairman runs all committees. The point 
is this. When we were trying to create the Subcommittee on Real 
Estate, we had a separate bill. President Truman vetoed it. We did 
it exactly like we are doing it. We tried it on the public-works bill, 
as the chairman vividly recollects. That is the way we did it. 

The CHatmrman. Go ahead. Don’t you find a rolleall vote? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir; I will have to go to another volume. 

The CuarrMan. Get the other volume. There was a rolleall taken 
on this. 

Mr. Kirpay. About providing money ? 
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The CHarman. Yes, about providing money, and there was a direct 
vote on that. , : 

I didn’t think the committee should act on this unless they got all 
the information about it. 

Now while we are waiting, I have a note from Mr. Wilson here. 
He would like to turn to page 3—— 

Mr. Wuson. Page 30. 

The CHarrMan. Page 30. Let’s see what is on Mr. Wilson’s mind. 

Now, on page 30, Mr. Wilson—— 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, I don’t remember—- 

The CuHarrMan. Wait. Let there be order in the committee. 

Mr. Witson. I don’t recall any testimony on this item 3, Mr. Chair- 
man, on page 30, and I would like to know a little more about it. Iam 
wondering if there is anybody here who can explain it. 

The CuarrmMan. Item 3, under the heading of “Aviation facilities, 
fleet air support”—is that it? 

Mr. Wuson. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. With respect to the Naval Air Station at Miramar, 
Calif. Strike out $8 million and insert in lieu thereof— 

Mr. Gavin. Where is that, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Well, that is a deficiency. That is the deficiency 
that we are dealing with there. 

Mr. Witson. I understood, Mr. Chairman, that the $8,835,000 was 
held up by the Defense Department pending a decision. I wonder 
whether this is still held up, and if it is, why we are asking for addi- 
tional money. 

The Cuarman. I have a letter this morning with reference to the 
acquisition of some land out there. Isn’t it in reference to this, Mr. 
Smart ¢ 

Mr. Smart. Sir, I can’t hear you. 

The Cuatan. Order, please. 

On this California station. 

Mr. Smart. We have no information any different than that we 
had at the time the committee acted on it. 

Mr. Wison. I understood that somebody would be here that could 
testify as to whether this $8 million is still held up or what the status 
of it is. 

The Cuatmrman. Well, I would say it is held up because they need 
$11 million to do what the authorization was for $8 million. All of 
these are held up where we are asking for deficiencies. 

Any officer here from the Navy Department that can give any in- 
formation in regard to the $8,835,000? You haven’t spent it, or else 
you wouldn’t be asking for a deficiency. 

All right, Captain. 

Captain Ares. There were two parts in this original $8 million, 
Mr. Chairman. One part was for personnel facilities, operational fa- 
cilities, training facilities, and ordnance facilities, and the second was 
for land acquisition and obstruction removal for flight clearance. 

The second group for the land acquisition and obstruction flight 
clearance e is costing more than we had originally estimated. 

The Cuarrman. This $8,835,000 hasn’t been spent, has it ? 

Captain Atrs. No, sir. It can’t be spent until we get this addi- 
tional authorization. 





2339 


The Cuarrman. To carry out the complete authorization it takes 
$11 million? 

Captain Arzs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is the whole story. 

Mr. Witson. I want to find out whether the money to purchase 
land around Miramar is still held up, when Defense has given you 
the go-ahead to buy it. 

Captain Ares. It can’t be spent until we get enough authority to 
buy that land. The money we had for that land is deficient by $2 mil- 
lion. 

The Cuarrman. Now members of the committee, the House meets 
at 11 o’clock. Now I will try to finish. 

Now, have you the vote on the point-of-order bill there? It was 
a motion made by Mr. Allen. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes; yeas 201 

The Cuarrman. Now wait 1 minute: Go back there and show in 
the record that Mr. Allen moved to strike out this section, did he not ? 

Mr. Ketiener. This vote is immediately preceded by this amend- 
ment, the amendment that was read previously, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Allen states 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. That: 

Anyone opposed to this amendment would vote “No”; is that correct. 

The Speaker. That is correct. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Keiiener. And the vote was yeas 201, and nays 185, and not 
voting 46. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr, Smarr. Sixteen votes. 

The Cuarrman. I remember I wasn’t there because I had to leave. 

Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a motion. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Arenps. Before I do I want to say to my good friend Porter 
Hardy that I have nothing in mind concerning ‘bases or installations 
or anything like that. What I am thinking about is the minor things 
which we are bothered about constantly in the way of prohibiting the 
Department from getting out of business in the little things that we 
have fooled with now over a period of years. That is what I am 
now talking about, which prohibition would remain if as now framed 
it stayed in the bill. 

That is what I am voting to strike out. It certainly doesn’t apply 
to a naval base or something like that. 

The CHatrmMan. Let’s vote. We all understand the history and un- 
derstand the amendment. 

All in favor of Mr. Arends’ motion when his name is called vote 
“ave” and all opposed vote “no.” 

Mr. Lankrorp. What is his motion, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Arends moves to strike out section 411. 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on the motion. 
I think the only substantial argument that has been made in section 
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411 was made by the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. Rivers, 
in which he said that you certainly wouldn’t want the Secretary of 
Defense to be closing shipyards and major facilities which by a very 
strained interpretation of section 411 might be possible. I don’t think 
that it would be, and I think that section 411 would be a great deal 
different type if section 411 in line 2, which says “Any commercial 
or industrial-type activity”—if language was added there “specifically 
established by an act of Congress,” th: at would clarify that whole sec- 
tion very much. But that langu: ige isn’t there. I think the commit- 
tee knows we are not talking about closing bases and facilities. We 
are talking about shoe repair and ice-cream plants and dry cleaning 
shops. 

Mr. Bares. No, we are not talking about that. 

The CHatrmMan. Call the roll now. All in favor of Mr. Arends’ 
motion vote aye and all opposed vote no. 

(Rolleall.) 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, on this vote there are 11 yeas and 22 
noes. 

The CHarrman. A quorum being present, 11 voting in the affirma- 
tive and 26 in negative, the motion does not prevail. 

Now, members of the committee, let me make this brief statement. 
Now of course there is going to be a fight .n this on the floor of the 
House. This will probably be the only place that I can think 
where there will be any serious fight made. Let’s vote on the bill, 
H. R.—m 

Mr. Arenns. Mr. Chairman 

The CuHarrman. Every member has the right, as we all recognize, 
to vote any way his conscience may direct him on any item or on any 
motion made in reference to this bill. The mere fact that we vote 
these bills out here unanimously—if the facts and circumstances war- 
rant, which address itself to the member of the committee, he is not 
expected to do that which is not in accordance with his concept of his 
responsibility and his conscience. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, can I make a statement? I would like 
to make a statement. 

The CuatrMan. Go ahead. 

Mr. Arenps. Before I do, I wonder if you would have someone call 
Mr. Cole down at the Banking and Currency Committee, as he said 
he would like to come down and vote. 

May I make a statement, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Arenps. Some time ago I mentioned to the Chairman that prior 
to the time we voted on this bill we might well have the Secretary 
of Defense or someone in here in an off-the-record meeting to discuss 
in general any viewpoint he may have as to the future, as to not only 
the. strength of the Armed Forces, but so and so on, abort procedure. 
I still think that is a good idea, Mr. Chairman. And in view of what 
has happened over the last weekend, what we read in the paper—and 
I have nothing official to back up what I say, but reading in the paper 
that we are now going to diminish and cut down our troops on a 
percentage basis in Japan and bring them back home. This pattern 
may or may not be followed otherwise throughout different parts of 
the world and also may be followed to a degree within the continental 
United States of America. I certainly, before voting on this bill, 
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would like to have a picture as much as can be painted in executive 
session by the Department of Defense to see whether or not we are 
doing something here that maybe we necessarily wouldn’t have to 
do in the way ‘of building additional maybe airports, runways, or 
different things— installations of some kind which we could do without 
over the next few year 

The CHarrMan. Well 

Mr. Arenps. If there is something in the pattern or the picture that 
the Defense Department could tell us that would change it. 

The Cuarrman. I will say in that connection that the Department 
has not yet firmed up a definite policy to such an extent that they can 
advise what forces will be reduced. That whole subject: matter—I 
discussed it with the Secretary this morning. That whole subject 
matter is being under consideration and study by the Department. 

There is only as far as Japan is concerned in this bill—there are 
only 2 or 3 little items of very high classified nature involving prob- 
ably $ $5 million—— 

Mr. Ketrener. About three million. 

The CuarrMan. $3 million, that is authorized in this bill. 

Now the Department can’t advise the Congress what they propose 
to suggest as to the strength, because the whole matter is being con- 
sidered. 

So I don’t think we would gain anything by holding this bill up, 
because it would be some months before any decision is apt to be 
reached. 

Of course, if they decide to reduce it, why then it naturally follows, 
if they have no need for these bases, they will not provide for them. 

So probably the sensible thing to do is to consider this bill with the 
facts that have already been submitted, act upon it, and then the De- 
partment having to go over the Appropriations Committee and asking 
now for $1,900 million to fund these various items, why the budget 
would not clear any of them for construction if it became necessary 
to reduce the military strength of the Army, Navy, and Air Force. 
But before we vote 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, may I ask- 

The CHatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. In that connection, I agree with you that we are get- 
ting so late in the session that this bill perhaps ought to get started 
en its way so the Senate can work on it. But in view of the announce- 
ment made with reference to troops in Japan, don’t you feel that per- 
haps we ought to have—there has been a definite joint communique 
with reference to employment and an inference as to strength made, 
and while we work this bill on through the House and let the Senate 
get on it, why shouldn’t we have an executive session with the Secre- 
tary of Defense of the military departments. 

The Caiman. I will be glad to arrange it, for the purpose of get- 
ting as much information as they have now. But I want to say it 

1asn’t been firmed up where he can make any concrete statement or 
any proposal, 

The whole matter is being considered now. It is at the very top 
echelon, even going no doubt to the conferences that are being held 
abroad. 

Mr. Kitpay. At least we could hear as much as was told the Japa- 
nese Premier. 
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Mr. Rivers. You are not entitled tothat. [Laughter. ] 

The CuarrmMan. We will get that information. 

Now, Mr. Brooks made a special trip, he and Mr. Bray, and the 
Delegate from Hawaii, to look over a project. 

Now we put the projec t in and now we want to see what Mr. Brooks 
has to say with reference to that. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, Mr. Wilson met us out 
there. While he didn’t go to the project, we went over it with him. 

Mr. Rivers. Why didn’t he go? 

Mr. Brooks. He had gone out to California on his own there, and 
in the regular way. He came back and met us there, went over the 
project, and came back with us. 

Now the whole thing is this. The committee went out there with 
the purpose of checking into that housing situation. We spent the 
day there, Saturday, going over that base and the housing at the base. 

Now specifically the housing was built by Lanham Act funds, for 
troops on the base, but later on the base was closed and the Lanham 
Act housing was set up for sale, and Mr. Huston purchased the 
housing. He purchased it at a time when he was informed, so he 
states, that the base would probably be reopened and the housing 
would be available for the troops to use who were there at the base. 

Now there is asmall base at Wendover. What was it ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Three hundred-odd people. 

Mr. Brooxs. Three hundred people. I am cautioned that the 
House met at 11, and we ought to dispose of this. 

To be very brief about the whole thing, the subcommittee recom- 
mended that the Air Force proceed to construct 40 of the 68 units, 
that they not construct the remainder of the 68 units at this time but 
give the man who purchased the housing project out there an oppor- 
tunity to try to fit the project up to the needs of our people who are 
there at that time. 

The construction of 40 of the 68 units will in effect permit the mili- 
tary to go ahead with their housing program and at the same time 
will give this man who owns the project, Mr. Huston, an opportunity 
to bring into line the projects, if he can do it, which is a little doubtful 
in the mind of the committee. 

That briefly is what the committee recommends. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Brooks. 

T am very sorry that time is so limited this morning, in view of the 
fact the House meets at 11 o'clock, that we can’t haye a full, long, 
detailed report from our distinguished colleague who went to the 
hard trouble of going out there. 

Mr. Brooks. We have an excellent report. 

The Cuatrmman. All in favor—let the report be filed and printed 
in the record. 


REpPortT OF A SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE ON WENDOVER AIR Force BAseE Hovusine 


The military construction bill for fiscal year 1958 would authorize the construc- 
tion of 68 family housing units, estiniated to cost $1,217,000, at Wendover Air 
Force Base, Utah. Because of representations made by Mr. John Houston, the 
owner of certain former Lanham Act housing in the area, an opportunity was 
afforded him and his attorney to appear before the Armed Services Committee 
in opposition of the construction of the 68 family units. 
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As a result of this appearance, a subcommittee was appointed to travel to 
Wendover Air Force Base and to examine into the condition of Mr. Houston’s 
housing and generally reviewed the housing requirements for the base. The 
subcommittee departed Washington on Friday, June 21, and returned on Sunday, 
June 23. 

Wendover Air Force Base is under the jurisdiction of the Tactical Air Com- 
mand. Its principal function is as a gunnery staging base. For example, this 
type of base receives units of the Air Defense Command for training, the whole 
unit moving in at one time, in gunnery and allied fields and then the group 
departs as a unit. 

According to the testimony received by the committee, the base will have sta- 
tioned there 26 officers and 238 enlisted men. In addition, there will be 60 or 
more civilians employed on the base. The current housing deficiency is 81 offi- 
eers and upper grade airmen who constitute a portion of the permanent party. 
The town of Wendover itself it very small (population, 300) and offers no 
housing other than that owned by Mr. Houston. Also it school goes only to the 
10th grade. 

Mr. Houston purchased 364 units of Lanham Act housing. It, therefore, is 
clearly a choice between Mr. Houston’s housing and the construction of housing 
by the military departments. 

A detailed inspection of Mr. Houston’s housing was made by the subcommittee 
in company with the owner and certain Air Force personnel both from head- 
quarters in Washington and from Wendover Air Force Base. The housing is 
typical of Lanham Act units with the exception that it is built of concrete block 
and therefore has a greater structural permanence than some Lanham Act 
housing. The units were purchased by Mr. Houston from the Government in 
1953 at a cost of $6,000 for the 364 units. Mr. Houston states that since his 
acquisition of the units, he has expended $189,000 in rehabilitating them. The 
housing is, in the opinion of the subcommittee, marginal. One unit, for example, 
now occupied by the commanding officer at Wendover, is quite livable. Others 
varied from poor to fair. Only very few have bathtubs, a shower stall being 
the bathing facility. 

There is no central heating whatsoever and space heaters are used during the 
winter, spring, and fall. 

In the opinion of the subcommittee, the housing owned by Mr. Houston can be 
made livable although it has some built-in deficiencies which make it difficult to 
visualize the housing as ever being completely adequate, assuming only an eco- 
nomically feasible expenditure of funds bv the owner. 

The base is very isolated, provides little, if anything, in the wav of recreation, 
and in general, does not possess the advantages of many military installations 
throughout the United States. 

It had been contemplated that Capehart housing would be constructed at the 
base in the first instance, but it was found that utility costs would preclude the 
construction of this type housing. The site selected for the appropriated fund 
units is 2144 miles from the base on land owned by the United States. The site 
selected, while not particularly attractive, is perhaps somewhat more attractive 
than most of the area on or around the base. Utilities must be hroueht to the 
site at costs which are in excess of those normally exnerienced. The reason for 
the selection of this site is that Air Force criteria for housing locations nreclnde 
the erection of housing within 4,500 feet of the centerline of the runway. This, 
of course, is designed to eliminate the disturbance cause‘ bv jet noise. 

It appeared reasonably clear to the subcommittee that Mr. Houston had been 
led to believe by the Air Force that if he rehabilitated his structures, thev would 
be occupied on a rental basis by Air Force nersonnel. It is doubtful whether the 
officers of the Air Force who discussed these matters with Mr. Houston were 
acting in any fashion other than on a personal and logical basis. At the time 
that at least some of the discussions were going on, there seemed to be little 
likelihood of any Government housing being constructed at Wendover, and it 
was this reason which caused housing which is less than desirable to appear 
feasible for occupancy at that time. 

The subcommittee wishes to point out also that Wendover presents an instance 
where housing was built for peonle at the base and subsequently abandoned 
when the base was deactivated. Weare now again asked to embark on a housing 
program which conceivably could suffer the same fate. It is the subcommittee’s 
view that neither the Air Force nor Mr. Houston has all equities on its side. 
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RECOM MENDATIONS 


The subcommittee, in view of the facts and circumstances, as it sees them, 
recommends that only 40 of the 68 units be authorized for construction with the 
understanding that a reexamination of the need for an additional 28 units be 
made approximately 1 year from this time. If, by that time, Mr. Houston has 
managed to rehabilitate the required number of units to a reasonably livable 
level, then it is doubtful that additional family housing would be warranted. 
If, on the other hand, he does not pursue his rehabilitation program, then it may 
be necessary to authorize further Government construction of housing. The 
location of the housing is to be studied and a further report made to the 
committee. 

Although not a matter within the particular cognizance of the subcommittee, it 
is pointed out that while there are only 81 persons qualified for public housing 
under permanent law at this installation, there is a housing potential of some 
366 persons. This latter figure includes 28 officers, 277 enlisted men, and 61 
civilians. It is reasonable to conclude that if Mr. Houston performs his rehabilita- 
tion in a proper fashion, the civilians working on the base and the enlisted 
personnel up to E-4 with less than 7 years’ service will provide a ready clientele 

Mr. Chairman, it is the recommendation of the subcommittee, therefore, that 
40 of the 68 houses be authorized for construction at this time. 


The Cuatrman. All in favor of reporting H. R. 8240, as amended, 
to the House when your name is called, vote aye, and all opposed, vote 
no. 

Call the roll. 

(Rolleall. ) 

Mr. Smarr. On this vote, Mr. Chairman, there are 34 yeas and no 
nays. 

The Cuarrman. A quorwn being present, 34 votes in the aflirma 
tive, and none voting in the negative, then the committee unanimously 


reports the bill, and I will take such parliament: ary steps to get a rule 
as early as possible. In the meantime, Mr. Smart, will you contact the 
Secretary of Defense, and ask him—and talk to the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, and see when we can be briefed on some subject matters that have 
been discussed here this morning ? 

And try to set it up as early as possible. 

(At 11 a. m., the hearing was recessed. ) 
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